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Rules  and  Regulations 

Title  14-AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE 

Chapter  I — Federal  Aviation  Agency 

(Docket  No.  6256;  Amdt.  30-14] 

PART  39 — AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES  [NEW! 

Hartzell  Model  HC-12X20  Propellers 

A  proposal  to  amend  Part  507  of  the 

Regulations  of  the  Administrator  to  in¬ 
clude  an  airworthiness  directive  requir¬ 
ing  inspection  and  modification  of  Hart¬ 
zell  Models  HC- 12X2 0-1,  -2,  -3,  -5,  and 
-7B  propellers  equipped  with  C-49-2B 
and  C-49-2C  hub  spiders  was  published 
in  29  FJt.  14444.  Since  the  publication 

of  that  proposal,  Part  507  has  been  re¬ 
codified  into  Part  39  [New],  effective 

November  20, 1964,  therefore  this  amend¬ 
ment  is  being  made  to  Part  39  [New]. 
Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 

an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  mak¬ 
ing  of  the  amendment.  No  objections 
were  received. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  4o 
me  by  the  Administrator  (25  F.R.  6489) , 
§  39.13  of  Part  39  [New]  (14  CFR  Part 
39  [New] ) ,  is  hereby  amended  by  adding 

the  following  new  airworthiness  direc¬ 
tive; 

Hartzell.  Applies  to  Models  MC-12X20-1, 
-2,  -3,  -5,  and  -7B  propellers  equipped 
with  C-49-2B  and  C-49-2C  hub  Bpiders 
having  Serial  Numbers  between  4200  and 
5200  installed  on  Downer  (Republic) 

RC-2;  Navlon,  Navlon  A;  and  Grumman 
G-44  Series  aircraft. 

Compliance  required  as  Indicated. 
As  a  result  of  loss  of  propeller  blade  due 

to  failure  of  a  hub  spider,  accomplish  the 
following: 

(a)  Visually  inspect  propeller  hub  spiders 
for  cracks  In  accordance  with  Hartzell  Serv¬ 
ice  Bulletin  No.  32  amended  August  11,  1964, 

within  10  hours’  time  In  service  after  the 
effective  date  of  this  AD,  and  at  Intervals 

thereafter  not  to  exceed  25  hours’  time  in 
service  from  the  last  Inspection  until  modi¬ 
fication  in  accordance  with  Hartzell  Service 

Bulletin  No.  32  amended  August  11,  1964,  is 
accomplished.  Replace  cracked  parts  before 
further  flight. 

(b)  Modify  propeller  hub  spiders  having 
accumulated  less  than  400  hours’  time  In 
service  since  new  or  last  overhaul  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  Hartzell  Service  Bulletin  No.  32 

amended  August  11,  1964,  prior  to  the  ac¬ 
cumulation  of  500  hours’  total  time  in  service 
since  new  or  last  overhaul. 

(c)  Modify  propeller  hub  spiders  having 
accumulated  400  or  more  hours’  time  in  serv¬ 
ice  since  new  or  last  overhaul  in  accordance 
with  Hartzell  Service  Bulletin  No.  32  amend¬ 

ed  August  11, 1864,  prior  to  the  accumulation 
of  100  hours’  time  In  service  after  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  this  AD. 

(Hartzell  Service  Bulletin  No.  32  dated 
March  9,  1955,  amended  August  11,  1964, 
covers  this  subject.) 

This  amendment  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  January  15, 1965. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  603;  72  Stat.  752,  775,  776; 
49  U.S.C. 1354(a) ,  1421, 1423) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  De¬ 
cember  9, 1964. 

O.  S.  Moor*, 
Director, 

Flight  Standards  Service. 

(FA.  Doc.  64-12854;  Filed,  Dec.  15,  1964; 8:45  am.] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  63-SW-91] 

PART  71 — DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS  [NEW! 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone,  Designa¬ 
tion  of  Transition  Area  and  Revo¬ 
cation  of  Control  Area  Extension 

On  October  8,  1964,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (29  F.R.  13904)  stating 

that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  pro¬ 
posed  to  alter  the  controlled  airspace  in 
the  Wichita  Falls,  Tex.,  terminal  area. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  through  submission  of  com¬ 
ments.  All  comments  received  were 
favorable. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 

71  [New]  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regu¬ 
lations  is  amended,  effective  0001  e.s.t. 
April  1,  1965,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

1.  In  §71.171  (29  FJt.  1158),  the 
Wichita  Falls,  Tex.,  control  zone  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

Wichita  Falls,  Tex. 

That  airspace  within  a  5-mile  radius  of 
Sheppard  AFB /Municipal  Airport,  Wichita 

FaUs,  Tex.,  (latitude  33*58*55"  N.,  longitude 
98*29*35"  W.);  within  2  miles  each  side  of 
the  Wichita  Falls  VORTAC  092*  radial  ex¬ 
tending  from  the  5-mile  radius  zone  to  the 
VORTAC;  within  2  miles  each  side  of  the 
ILS  localizer  SE  course  extending  from  the 
5-mile  radius  zone  to  the  OM;  within  2  miles 

each  side  of  the  Sheppard  TACAN  333*  radial 
extending  from  the  5-mlle  radius  zone  to 
7.5  miles  N  of  the  TACAN,  and  within  2 

miles  each  side  of  the  Sheppard  TACAN  163* 
radial  extending  from  the  5-mile  radius  zone 

-  3.  In  §  71.181  (29  F.R.  1160)  the  fol¬ 
lowing  transition  area  is  added: 

Wichita  Falls,  Tex. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  the  area 

bounded  by  a  line  beginning  at  latitude 

34*11*30"  N.,  longitude  98*38*00"  W.;  to 
latitude  34*07*30"  N..  longitude  98*25*30" 
W.;  to  latitude  33°50'30"  N..  longitude 
98*11*30"  W.;  to  latitude  33*46*00"  N.,  longi¬ 

tude  98°14'00"  W.;  to  latitude  33*43*00"  N.; 
longitude  98*27'30"  W.;  to  latitude  33*52*00" 
N.,  longitude  98*33*00"  W.;  to  latitude 
33*51*00"  N.,  longitude  98°39'00"  W.;  to 

latitude  33*57*30"  N..  longitude  98*48*30" 
W.;  to  latitude  34*09*00"  N.,  longitude 
98*45*30"  W.;  to  point  of  beginning;  and 
that  airspace  extending  upward  from  1,200 
feet  above  the  surface  within  the  area 

bounded  by  a  line  beginning  at  latitude 

34*10*00"  N.,  longitude  97*49*00"  W.;  thence 
E  via  latitude  34*10*00"  N.,  to  and  counter¬ 
clockwise  along  the  arc  of  a  25-mile  radius 
circle  centered  at  the  Ardmore  Airport,  Ard¬ 

more,  Okla.  (latitude  34*18'00"  N.,  longi¬ 

tude  97*00*50"  W.)  to  longitude  97*18*00" 
W.;  thence  S  via  longitude  97*18*00"  W.;  to 
latitude  33*56*00"  N.,  longitude  97*18*00" 
W.;  to  latitude  33*48*00"  N.,  longitude 
97*44*00"  W.;  to  latitude  33*34*00"  N..  longi¬ 

tude  97*44*00"  W.;  to  latitude  33*22*00"  N., 

longitude  97*55*00"  W.;  to  latitude  33*16*00" 
N.,  longitude  98*30*00"  W.;  to  latitude 
33*16*00"  N„  longitude  98*51*00"  W.;  to 
latitude  33*02*00"  N.,  longitude  98°51'00"  W.; 

to  latitude  32*52*00"  N:.  longitude  99*02*00" 
W.;  to  latitude  32*52*00"  N.,  longitude 
99*14*00"  W.;  to  latitude  33*31*00"  N., 

longitude  99*14*00"  W.;  to  latitude  33*31*00" 
N.,  longitude  99*49*00"  W.;  to  latitude 
33*56*00"  N.,  longitude  99*42*30"  W.;  to 

latitude  34*15*00"  N.,  longitude  99*80*00" 
W.;  to  latitude  34*08*00"  N..  longitude 
99*05*00"  W.;  to  latitude  34*21*00"  N.,  longi¬ 
tude  98*46*00"  W.;  to  point  of  beginning. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958; 
49  U.S.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Fort  Worth,  Tex.,  on  Decem¬ 
ber  8,  1964. 

Archie  W.  League, 

Director,  Southwest  Region. 

(F.R.  Doc.  64-12855;  Filed,  Dec.  15,  1964; 8:45  am.] 

(Airspace  Docket  No.  64-SW-22] 

PART  71 — DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS  [NEW] 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area 

On  October  9,  1964,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (29  FJt.  13975)  stating 

that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  pro¬ 
posed  to  alter  the  controlled  airspace  in 
the  Farmington,  New  Mexico,  terminal 
area. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  through  submission  of  comments. 
All  comments  received  were  favorable. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  Part 

71  [New]  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regu¬ 
lations  is  amended,  effective  0001  e.s.t. 
March  4,  1965,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

In  §  71.181  (29  FX  5456)  the  Farm¬ 

Farmington,  N.  Mex. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  an  11 -mile 
radius  of  Farmington  Municipal  Airport 

(latitude  36°44'35”  N.,  longitude  108*13*46" 
W.) ,  within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  Farming- 
ton  VORTAC  094*  radial  extending  from  the 
11-mile  radius  area  to  8  miles  E  of  the 
VORTAC,  and  within  2  miles  each  side  of 

the  Farmington  VORTAC  086*  radial  ex¬ 
tending  from  the  11 -mile  radius  area  to  12 
miles  E  of  the  VORTAC;  and  that  airspace 
extending  upward  from  1,200  feet  above  the 
surface  within  a  30-mile  radius  of  the  Farm¬ 

ington  VORTAC  excluding  the  portion  with¬ 
in  the  Durango,  Colo.,  transition  area. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958; 
49  U.S.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Fort  Worth,  Tex.,  on  Decem¬ 
ber  8, 1964. 

Archie  W.  League, 

Director,  Southwest  Region. 

(FH.  Doc.  64-12856;  Filed,  Dec.  15,  1964; 8:45  am.] 

to  7  miles  S  of  the  TACAN. 

2.  In  §  71.165  (29  F.R.  1100)  the 

Wichita  Falls,  Tex.,  control  area  ex¬ 
tension  is  revoked. 

ington,  N.  Mex.,  transition  area  is 
amended  to  read: 

17797 
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1«y 

SUBCHAPTER  F— AIR  TRAFFIC  AND  GENERAL  OPERATING  RULES  [NEW] 

[Beg.  Docket  6314;  Arndt.  403] 

PART  97— STANDARD  INSTRUMENT  APPROACH  PROCEDURES  [NEW] 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

The  amendments  to  the  standard  Instrument  approach  procedures  contained  herein  are  adopted  to  become  effective 
when  indicated  in  order  to  promote  safety.  The  amended  procedures  supersede  the  existing  procedures  of  the  same  classifi¬ 
cation  now  in  effect  for  the  airports  specified  therein.  For  the  convenience  of  the  users,  the  complete  procedure  is  republished 
in  this  amendment  indicating  the  changes  to  the  existing  procedures. 

As  a  situation  exists  which  demands  immediate  action  in  the  interests  of  safety  in  air  commerce,  I  find  that  compliance 
with  the  notice  and  procedure  provisions  of  the  Administrative  Procedure  Act  is  impracticable  and  that  good  cause  exists  for 
making  this  amendment  effective  within  less  than  30  days  from  publication. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing  and  pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator  (24  F.R.  5662) ,  Part  97  [New] 
(14  CFR  Part  97  [New])  is  amended  as  follows; 

1.  By  amending  the  following  automatic  direction  finding  procedures  prescribed  in  §  97.11(b)  to  read: 

ADF  Standard  Instrument  Approach  Procedure 

Bearings,  headings,  courses  and  radials  are  magnetic.  Elevations  and  altitudes  are  in  feet  MSL.  Ceilings  are  in  feet  above  airport  elevation.  Distances  are  in  nautical 
miles  unless  otherwise  indicated,  except  visibilities  which  are  in  statute  miles. 

If  an  instrument  approach  procedure  of  the  above  type  is  conducted  at  the  below  named  airport,  it  shall  be  in  accordance  with  the  following  instrument  approach  procedure, 
unless  an  approach  is  conducted  in  accordance  with  a  different  procedure  for  such  airport  authorized  by  the  Administrator  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency.  Initial  approaches 
shall  be  made  over  specified  routes.  Minimum  altitudes  shall  correspond  with  those  established  for  en  route  operation  in  the  particular  area  or  as  set  forth  below. 

Transition Ceiling  and  visibility  minimums 

From— 

To— 

Course  and distance 
Minimum 
altitude 
(feet) Condition 

2-engine  or  less 
More  than 

2-engine, 

more  than 
65  knots 65  knots 

or  less 
More  than 65  knots 

PROCEDURE  CANCELLED,  EFFECTIVE  DEC.  10,  1964,  OR  UPON  DECOMMISSIONING  OF  ADF. 

City,  Fayetteville;  State,  N.C.;  Airport  Name,  Qrannis  Field;  Elev.,  189';  Fac.  Class.,  MHW ;  Ident.,  FAY ;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt.  4;  Eff.  Date,  19  Sept.  64;  Sup.  Aindt.  No.  3; Dated,  4  Feb.  61 

FAY  VOR . - . LOM.. _ _ _ _ 219°  5.4  miles. . 
1900 

T-dn. . 

300-1 
300-1 

200-34 

C-dn . 

400-1 
500-1 

500-1(4 

S-dn-3 _ 

400-1 
400-1 

400-1 

A-dn . 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

Radar  terminal  area  transition  altitude:  2600'  within  16-mile  radius  of  Grannis  Field. 

Procedure  turn  S  side  of  crs,  214°  Outbnd,  034°  Inbnd,  1900'  within  16  miles. 
Minimum  altitude  over  faculty  on  final  approach  crs,  1900'.  < 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport  034°— 6.1  miles.  " 
If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minim  urns  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  5.1  miles  after  passing  LOM,  make  right  rurn,  inter* 

cepting  080°  crs  from  LOM,  climbing  to  1900'  within  16  miles  or,  when  directed  by  ATC,  turn  right,  climb  to  1900'  on  R-090  of  FAY  VOR  within  15  miles. 
MSA  within  26  miles  of  facility:  000°-270°— 1500';  270°-360°— 1700'. 

City,  Fayetteville;  State,  N.C.;  Airport  Name,  Grannis  Field;  Elev.,  189';  Fac.  Class.,  LOM;  Ident.,  GR  ;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt.  Orig.;  Eff.  Date,  10  Dec.  64 

HIN  RRn  _  . 
Direct . 

1600 
T-dn  _ 

300-1 300-1 

200- (4 

HTN  RBn  _ Direct _  .. 

2200 C-dn _ 

500-1 500-1 

500-1(4 

Midway  Tnt  ........  ... HIN  RBn . Direct  _  ..  .  . 1600 
S-dn-5 . 

400-1 400-1 

400-1 

A-dn . 

800-2 800-2 
800-2 

Procedure  turn  W  side  of  crs,  230°  Outbnd,  050°  Inbnd,  1600'  within  10  miles. 
Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  800'. 
Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  060°— 2.5  miles. 
If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  2.5  miles  after  passing.  HIN  RBn,  turn  right,  climb 

to  1600'  returning  direct  to  HIN  RBn. 
Note:  Authorized  for  military  use  only  except  by  prior  arrangement. 

Caution:  Final  approach  crs  is  1.1  miles  from  boundary  of  R-3005A. 

MSA  within  25  miles  of  facility:  000°-090°— 1600';  090°-180°— 1400';  180°-270°— 1600';  270°-360°— 2200'. 

City,  Fort  Stewart;  State,  Ga.;  Airport  Name,  Liberty  AAF;  Elev.,  46';  Fac.  Class.,  MHW;  Ident.,  HIN;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt.  2;  Eff.  Date,  12  Dec.  64;  Sup.  Amdt.  No.  1; 
Dated,  14  Nov.  64 

T-dn . 

300-1 
300-1 

300-1 

O-dn . 

900-1 

900-1 

900-1(4 

8-dn-9— . 

900-1 900-1 

900-1 

A-dn  _ _ 

NA 

NA NA 
Procedure  turn  S  side  of  crs,  275°  Outbnd,  095°  Inbnd,  1900'  within  10  miles. 
Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs  1500'. 
Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport  095°— 2.4  miles. 
If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  2.4  miles  after  passing  Manistee  “H”,  make  climbing 

right  turn  and  return  to  Manistee  “H”  at  1900'. 
Notes:  1.  900-1(4  alternate  minimums  authorized  for  air  carrier  with  approved  weather  service.  2.  No  weather  available.  3.  Close  flight  plan  by  radio  with  Traverse  City 

FSS  or  if  unable,  via  public  telephone  immediately  upon  landing. 

MSA  within  26  miles  of  facility:  000°-180°— 3100';  180o-360°--1900'. 

City,  Manistee:  State,  Mich.;  Airport  Name,  Manistee  County-Blacker;  Elev.,  613';  Fac.  Class.,  HW;  Ident.,  MBL;  Procedure  No.  1,  Amdt.  Orig.;  Eff.  Date.,  10  Dec.  64 
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ADF  Standard  instrument  Approach  Procedure — Continued 

"S 

Transition Ceiling  and  visibility  minimums 

From — 

To- 

Course  and 
distance 

Minimum 
altitude 
(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine  or  less 
More  than 

2-engine, 

more  than 
65  knots 

65  knots 
or  less 

More  than 
65  knots 

LOM . . . Direct _ 
1400 

T-dn. . 

300-1 300-1 

200-4 

C-dn. . 

400-1 500-1 

500-14 

S-dn-4 _ 

400-1 
400-1 

400-1 

A-dn. . .. 

800-2 
800-2 

800-2 

Procedure  turn  8  side  of  era,  218°  Outbnd,  038*  Inbnd,  1400'  within  10  miles.  Beyond  10  miles  not  authorised. 
Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  ers,  1200'. 
Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  038°— 4.2  miles. 
If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  4.2  miles  after  passing  ML  LOM,  climb  to  1600'  on 

bearing  038°  from  the  LOM  within  20  miles. 
Caution:  2049' TV  antenna  located  20  miles  8  of  airport;  850'  TV  antenna  located  3.7  miles  WN  W  of  airport. 
MSA  within  25  miles  of  facility:  050o-140°— 1900';  140°-230°— SlOO7;  230°-320°— 1900';  320°-050°— 1900'. 

City  Monroe;  State,  La.;  Airport  Name,  Selman  Field;  Elev.,  79';  Fac.  Class.,  LOM;  Ident.,  ML;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt.  4;  Eff.  Date,  12  Dec.  1964;  Sup.  Amdt.  No.  3;  dated 2  Nov.  63 

Sparks  RBn . . . Direct _ _ 

Sparks  RBn _ _ _ Direct _ _ _ 

Sparks  RBn _ _ _ Direct . A 

Sparks  RBn _ _ Direct.-  _ 

Beno  VOR Sparks  RBn _ _ 
Direct.  _ 

Sparks  RBn _ _ . _ Direct . . 

Sparks  RBn  (final) _ _ _ 
Direct _ 

11000 t-dn#... . 

1000-2 
1000-2 1000-2 

10000 C-dn . . 

2000-2 2000-2 
2000-2 

10000 

9000 
9000 
9000 
9000 

A-dn _ 

2500-3 2500-3 

2500-3 

Procedure  turn  W  side  of  crs,  342°  Outbnd,  162°  Inbnd,  9000'  within  10  miles.  Beyond  10  miles  not  authorized. 
Minimum  altitude  over  Sparks  RBn  on  final  approach  crs,  8000';  over  Reno  RBn,  7000'. 
Crs  and  distance,  Sparks  RBn  to  airport,  161°— 11.1  miles;  RNO  RBn  to  airport,  161° — 2.3  miles. 
If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  land'ugnot  accomplished  within  11.1  miles  after  passing  Sparks  RBn  (2.3  miles  after 

KNO  RBn),  turn  right  direct  to  8parks  RBn  climbing  to  10,000'.  Hold  N  Sparks  RBn  1-minute  pattern,  162°  Inbnd,  right  turns. 
Air  Carrier  Note:  Reduction  in  visibility  by  sliding  scale  or  local  condition  not  authorized  for  takeoff  or  landing. 
HFR  departures  must  comply  with  published  Reno  SIDs. 

MSA  within  25  miles  of  facility:  000-090°— 9400';  090M800— 11800';  180'-270°— 11800';  270'-360°-9800'. 

City,  Reno;  State,  Nev.;  Airport  Name,  Reno  Municipal;  Elev.,  4411';  Fac.  Class.,  MHW;  Ident.,  SPK;  Procedure  No.  2,  Amdt.  Orig.;  Eff.  Date,  12  Dec.  64 

LOM. . Direct . . 
2000 T-dn . 

300-1 300-1 

200- 

LOM  (final) . Direct . . 
2000 C-dn . 

500-1 500-1 

500-14 

STL  VOR  . LOM.. . . . Direct . . . 
2000 S-dn-12R . 

400-1 400-1 

400-1 
 ' 

LOM . . . Direct . 
2000 A-dn . 

800-2 800-2 800-2 

8T  LOM  . LOM . . . . Direct.. _ _ 2000 
Academy  Int _ _ _ LOM . . Direct . . 

2000 

LOM . . . . Direct . 
2200 

LOM . . Direct _ _ _ 

2200 

TeMfty  Tnt.  ~ 
LOM . Direct _ 2600 

Park  Tnt  .... LOM . Direct . 
2000 

Radar  vectoring  to  final  approach  crs  authorized  in  accordance  with  approved  patterns.  • 

Procedure  turn  N  side  of  crs,  297°  Outbnd,  117°  Inbnd,  2000'  within  10  miles. 
Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  2000'. 
Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  117°— 5.3  miles. 
If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  5.3  miles  after  passing  LOM,  climb  to  2000'  on  117° 

bearing  from  LM  LOM  within  10  miles,  turn  right,  return  to  LM  LOM,  or  when  directed  by  ATC,  climb  to  2400'  on  117°  bearing  from  LM  LOM  within  10  miles,  turn  right, 
proceed  to  Lake  RBn. 

Note:  Aircraft  executing  missed  approach  may  be  radar  controlled  after  radar  identification. 

MSA  within  25  miles  of  facility:  000°-090°— 2000';  090°-180°— 2600';  180°-270°— 2100';  278°-360°— 2200'. 

City,  St.  Louis;  State,  Mo.;  Airport  Name,  Lambert-St.  Louis  Municipal;  Elev.,  571';  Fac.  Class.,  LOM;  Ident.,  LMR;  Procedure  No.  3,  Amdt.  Orig.;  Eff.  Date,  14  Dec.  64  or 
upon  commissioning  of  facility 

8CK-VOR . .  . . LOM . . . . Direct . . 1700 
T-dn _ _ 

300-1 300-1 

200-4 

Woodward  Int _ _ _ _ _ _ _ LOM _ _ _ _ Direct... . . 2000 
C-dn.... . 

500-1 
600-1 

500-14 

Tracy  Int . LOM . . . . Direct . . . 2000 
8-dn-29R . 

500-1 500-1 

500-1 

A-dn. . 

800-2 800-2 800-2 
Procedure  turn  8  side  of  crs,  111°  Outbnd,  291°  Inbnd,  1700'  within  10  miles  of  LOM. 
Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  1700'. 
Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  291°— 5.4  miles. 
If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  5.4  miles  after  passing  LOM,  turn  left,  climb  to  2000 ' 

on  233°  crs  from  LOM  within  16  miles. 
MSA  within  25  miles  of  facility:  000°-090°— 3200';  090°-180°-3500';  180°-270°-4400';  270°-360°— 2000'. 

City,  Stockton;  State,  Calif.;  Airport  Name,  Stockton  Metropolitan;  Elev.,  27';  Fac.  Class.,  LOM;  Ident.,  SC;  Procedure  No.  1,  Amdt.  2;  Eff.  Date,  12  Dec?  64;  Sup.  Amdt. 
No.  1;  Dated,  10  Mar.  62 

PROCEDURE  CANCELLED,  EFFECTIVE  12  DEC.  1964.  . 

City,  Tallahassee:  State,  Fla.;  Airport  Name,  Municipal;  Elev.,  82';  Fac.  Class.,  BH;  Ident.,  TLH;  Procedure  No.  2,  Amdt.  3;  Eff.  Date,  8  June  63;  Sup.  Amdt.  No.  2;  Dated. 2  Feb.  63 

tlh-vor 
Jackson  Int 

Camp  Int.  _ 
Creek  int 

LOM . Direct . 1800 

1800 1800 1800 

T-dn...  _ _ 

300-1 

400-1 
400-1 
800-2 

300-1 
500-1 
400-1 

800-2 

LOM . . . . Direct . . 
C-dn . 

LOM . . Direct . .  .. 
8-dn-36 . 

LOM... . . . . . Direct...  _ _ 

A-dn. 
200-V* 

500-1  Vi 

400-1 

800-2 
Procedure  turn  E  side  of  crs,  178°  Outbnd,  358°  Inbnd,  1300'  within  10  miles. 
Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  1200'. 
Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  358° — 4.1  miles. 

.  ,h  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  4.1  miles  after  passing  LOM,  climb  straight  ahead 
"  **?£!' °n  a  crs  of  358°  from  LOM  within  15  miles  or,  turn  right,  climbing  to  1800'  and  proceed  to  the  TLH-VOR  via  R-243. 

Other  change:  Deletes  transition  from  TLH  RBn. 

MSA  within  25  miles  of  facility:  000°-090°— 2300';  090°-180°— 1200';  180°-270°— 1400';  270°-360°— 1900'. 

cRy.  Tallahassee;  State,  Fla.;  Airport  Name,  Tallahassee  Municipal;  Elev.,  81';  Fac.  Class.,  LOM;  Ident.,  TL;  Procedure  No.  1,  Amdt.  6;  Eff.  Date,  12  Dec.  64;  8up.  Amdt. 
No.  4;  Dated,  4  Jan.  64 
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M'1  d 

A  » 

2.  By  amending  the  following  very  high  frequency  omnirange  (VOR)  procedures  prescribed  in  §  97.11(c)  to  read: 

VOR  Standard  Instrument  Approach  Procbdurr  ' 
Bearings,  headings,  courses  and  radlals  are  magnetic.  Elevations  and  altitudes  are  in  feet  M8L.  Ceilings  are  in  feet  above  airport  elevation.  Distances  are  in  nautical 

miles  unless  otherwise  indicated,  except  visibilities  which  are  in  statute  miles. 
If  an  instrument  approach  procedure  of  the  above  type  is  conducted  at  the  below  named  airport,  it  shall  be  in  accordance  with  the  following  instrument  approach  procedure 

unless  an  approach  is  conducted  In  aooordanoe  with  a  different  procedure  for  such  airport  authorised  by  the  Administrator  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency.  Initial  approaches 
shall  be  made  over  specified  routes.  Minimum  altitudes  shall  correspond  with  those  established  for  en  route  operation  in  the  particular  area  or  as  set  forth  below. 

Transition Celling  and  visibility  minimums 

From— 

To— 

y  . 

Course  and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 
(feet) 

Condition 

2-engim 

65  knots 

or  less 

s  or  less 

More  than 65  knots 

More  than 

2-engine, 

more  than 
65  knots 

Int  R-255  INK  and  R-145  CNM . - CNM  VOR..  . . . 
5000 

T-dn. . 

300-1 500-1 

600-2 

400-1 800-2 

300-1 
500-1 

600-2 

400-1 

800-2 

iffj!  
J 

C-d. . 
C-n___. . S-dn-32L.. _ 
A-dn. . 

Procedure  turn  E  side  of  crs,  145®  Outbnd,  325°  Inbnd,  5000'  within  10  miles. 
Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  era,  4300'. 
Cre  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  325°— 4.7  miles. 
If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  4.7  miles  after  passing  CNM  -  VOR,  turn  right,  climb- 

ing  to  5000'  on  R-053  within  20  miles. 
Air  Carrier  Note:  Runways  3-21  and  14R-32L  only  authorized  for  night  operation.  , 
Caution:  Unlighted  hill  200'  above  airport  elevation  approximately  2H  miles  NW  of  airport. 
MSA  within  2$  miles  of  facility:  000°-090°— 4700';  090°-180°— 5000';  180°-270°— 7200';  270°-360°— 5800'. 

City,  Carlsbad;  State,  N.  Mex.;  Airport  Name,  Carlsbad  Municipal;  Elev.,  3276';  Fac.  Class.,  BVOR;  Ident.,  CNM;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt.  5;  Eff.  Date,  12  Dec.  64;  Sup. Arndt.  No.  4;  Dated,  29  June  63 

T-dn . . 

300-1 
300-1 

200-H 

C-dn _ 

900-2  1 

900-2 
900-2 

A-dn . 

900-2 

900-2 
900-2 

Radar  vectoring  authorized  in  accordance  with  approved  patterns. 

Procedure  turn  8  side  of  ere,  264°  Outbnd,  084°  Inbnd,  3000'  within  10  miles. 
Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  3000'. 
Cre  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  084°— 8.1  miles. 
If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  8.1  miles  after  passing  CR  W-VOR,  climb  to  3000' 

direct  to  CRW  LOM.  Hold  NE,  1-minute  right  turns,  230°  Inbnd. 
MSA  within  25  miles  of  facility:  000°-360°— 3100'. 

City,  Charleston;  State,  W.  Va.;  Airport  Name,  Kanawha;  Elev.,  982';  Fac.  Class.,  BVORTAC;  Ident.,  CRW;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt.  3;  Eff.  Date,  12  Dec.  64; Sup.  Arndt.  No.  2;  Dated,  31  Aug.  63 

EKN  VOR  _ _ _ Lost  Creek  Int _ Direct _ _ 
4000 T-dn.. . . 

300-1 

300-1 

200- M 

CKB  VOR  (final).... _ _ Direct _ _ 
2600 O-dn _ _ 

700-1 700-1 
700-14 

A-dn® . 

NA 

NA 

NA 

Procedure  turn  W  side  of  crs,  220°  Outbnd,  040°  Inbnd,  3300'  within  10  miles.  Nonstandard  due  to  terrain. 
Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  2600'. 
Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  040°— 2.9  miles. 
If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  2.9  miles  after  passing  CKB  VOR,  climb  to  3300'  on 

R-040  CKB  VOR  within  10  miles  and  return  to  CKB  VOR.  Hold  SW  on  R-220  at  3300',  1-minute  left  turns,  040°  Inbnd. 
Air  carrier  note:  Sliding  scale  not  authorized. 

Caution:  2049'  antenna  3.5  miles  NW  of  CKB-VOR. 
Other  change:  Deletes  note  regarding  takeoffs  Runway  16-34. 
‘Alternate  weather  minimums  of  1000'— 2  miles  authorized  for  those  who  have  approved  arrangement  for  weather  service  at  the  airport. 
MS  As  within  25  miles  of  facility:  000°-090°— 4000';  090°-180°— 5200';  180°-270°— 4000';  270°-360°— 3000'. 

City,  Clarksburg;  State,  W.  Va.;  Airport  Name,  Benedum;  Elev.,  1209';  Fac.  Class.,  BVOR;  Ident.,  CKB;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt  2;  Eff.  Date,  12  Dec  64;  Sup.  Amdt.  No.  1; 
Dated,  7  Sept.  63 

T-dn _ 

300-1 

300-1 

NA 

C-d _ 

500-1 

600-1)4 

NA 

C-n . 

500-2 

500-2 
NA 

S-d-32 . . 

500-1 

500-1 NA 

S*“D— 32 _ 

500-2 

500-2 

NA 

.  ' 

A-dn*._ . . 
NA 

NA 

NA Radar  vectoring  to  final  approach  crs  authorized  in  accordance  with  approved  patterns. 

Procedure  turn  E  side  of  crs,  154°  Outbnd,  334°  Inbnd,  2200'  within  10  miles. 
Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  2200'. 
Cre  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  334° — 6.3  miles.  * 
If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  6.3  miles  after  passing  C  V  A  VOR,  make  left  climbing 

turn  and  return  to  the  CV  A  VOR  at  2200'. 
Note:  Aircraft  executing  missed  approach  may  be  radar  controlled  after  radar  identification. 

Minimum  radar  altitudes  from  CVA  VOR:  0  to  20  miles  C W  050°  to  125°— 2500';  0  to  26  miles  CW  125°  to  290°— 2800';  0  to  15  miles  C W  290°  to  340°— 2500';  0  to  10  miles  CW 
340°  to  050°— 2500'. 

‘Alternate  minimums  of  800-2  authorized  for  air  carriers  having  weather  reporting  service  at  the  airport. 
MSA  within  25  miles  of  facility:  045°-135°— 2100';  135°-225°— 2800';  225°-3l6°— 2600';  316°-045°— 2100'. 

City,  Clinton;  State,  Iowa;  Airport  Name,  Clinton  Municipal;  Elev.,  701';  Fac.  Class.,  BVOR;  Ident.,  CVA;  Procedure  No.  1,  Amdt.  6 i  Eff.  Date,  12  Dec.  64;  Sup.  Amdt. 
No.  5;  Dated,  28  Nov.  64 

T-dn _ 

300-1 

300-1 

C-dn-..._ . 

400-1 

600-1 

S-dn-4%* . 

400-1 

400-1 

A-dn.... _ 

800-2 

800-2 

200-H 

500-1)4 

400-1 

800-2 

Procedure  turn  8  side  of  crs,  215®  Outbnd,  035°  Inbnd,  1400'  within  10  miles.  Beyond  10  miles  not  authorized. 
Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  era,  1200'. 
CrMmd  distance,  facility  to  airport,  035° — 4.2  miles.  . 
If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  4.2  miles  after  passing  MLU-VOR,  turn  right,  clunD 

to  2000'  on  R-066  within  20  mUes. 
Caution:  2049*  TV  antenna  located  20  miles  S  of  airport;  850'  TV  antenna  located  3.7  miles  WNW  of  airport. 
%  400- Vi  authorized,  except  for  turbojet  aircraft,  with  operative  ALS  and  high-intensity  runway  lights. 
•  400-Ji  authorized,  except  for  turbojet  aircraft,  with  operative  high-intensity  runway  lights. 
MSA  within  25  miles  of  facility:  050M40®— 1900';  140°-230°— 3100';  230®-320°— 1900';  320°-060°— 1900'. 

City,  Monroe;  State,  La.;  Airport  Name,  Selman  Field;  Elev.,  79';  Fac.  Class.,  BVORTAC;  Ident.,  ML U;  Procedure  No.  1,  Amdt.  7;  Eff.  Date,  12  Dec.  64;  Sup.  Amdt.  No. 
6;  Dated,  19  Sept.  64 



17801 
Wednesday,  December  16,  1964  FEDERAL  REGISTER 

VOB  Standard  Instrument  Approach  Procedure — Continued 

'  k  x  *  . 
Transition Ceiling  and  visibility  minimums 

From— 

To- 

Course  and 
distance 

Minimum 
altitude 
(feet) 

Condition 

2-engim 

65  knots 

or  less 

e  or  less 

More  than 65  knots 

More  than 

2-engine, 

more  than 65  knots 

T-dn . 
C-dn . 

S-dn-22 . 
A-dn . 

300-1 700-1 
700-1 

NA 

300-1 
700-1 

700-1 

NA 
200-34 
700-134 

700-1 

NA 

Procedure  turn  S  side  of  crs,  060°  Outbnd,  240°  Inbnd,  2000'  within  10  miles.  Beyond  10  miles  not  authorized. 
Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  1700'. 
Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport  240° — 4.3  miles. 
If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  4.3  miles  after  passing  OKM  VOR,  turn  left,  climb  to 

2200'  on  R-236  within  20  miles. 
Caution:  Tower  1701'  11  miles  NNE  of  airport;  tower  933'  3  miles  S  of  airport. 
Note:  Weather  service  not  available.  Pilots  using  this  procedure  are  directed  to  close  their  IFR  flight  plans  immediately  upon  completion  of  approach  with  Tulsa  radio. 

If  unable,  flight  plan  must  be  closed  by  commercial  facilities  as  soon  as  practicable  after  landing. 

MSA  within  25  miles  of  facility:  350°-080°— 2800';  080°-170°— 2000';  170° -260°— 2200';  260°-350°— 2000'. 

City.  Okmulgee;  State,  Okla.;  Airport  Name,  Okmulgee  Municipal;  Elev.,  715';  Fac.  Class.,  BVOR;  Ident.,  OKM;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt.  2;  Eft.  Date,  12  Dec.  64;  Sup. 
J  Arndt.  No.  1;  Dated,  20  Sept.  58 

BAP  RBn RAP-VOR _ _ ._ Direct _ 
4600 T-dn.. . 

300-1 300-1 

200-34 

C-dn . . 

600-1 
600-1 

600-134 

S— dn—32 - «. - 

400-1 
400-1 400-1 

A-dn.. . 

800-2 
800-2 800-2 

Radar  vectoring  to  final  approach  crs  authorized  in  accordance  with  approved  patterns. 

When  authorized  by  ATC,  RAP  DME  may  be  used  to  position  aircraft  for  straight-in  approach  at  5500'  between  R-070  clockwise  to  R-240  via  6-mile  DME  arc  with  the 
elimination  of  procedure  turn. 

Procedure  turn  E  side  of  crs,  142°  Outbnd,  322°  Inbnd,  4600'  within  10  miles. 
Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  4300'. 
Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  322° — 4.0  miles. 
If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  4.0  miles  after  passing  RAP-V  OR,  make  a  left  climbing 

turn  to  4600'  on  R-142  within  10  miles  of  RAP-VOR.  Aircraft  on  missed  approach  may  be  radar  controlled  after  radar  identification. 
Other  change:  Deletes  caution  note. 

MSA  within  25  miles  of  the  facility:  000°-090°— 4300';  090°-180°— 4500';  180°-270°— 8300';  270°-360°— 6600'. 

City,  Rapid  City;  State,  S.  Dak.;  Airport  Name,  Rapid  City  Municipal;  Elev.,  3181';  Fac.  Class.,  BVORTAC;  Ident.,  RAP;  Procedure  No.  1,  Amdt.  8;  Eff.  Date,  12  Dec.  64; 
Sup.  Amdt.  No.  7;  Dated,  27  Oct.  62 

- 

T-dn% . .'. 

^  300-1 

300-1 

200-34 

C-d _ 

600-1 600-1 

600-1)4 

C— n . 

600-2 
600-2 600-2 

* 

A-dn . 

800-2 800-2 800-2 
Procedure  turn  N  side  of  crs,  249°  Outbnd,  069°  Inbnd,  6500'  within  10  miles.  Beyond  10  miles  not  authorized  due  terrain. 
Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  5100'. 
Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  069°— 6.6  miles. 
If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  6.6  miles  after  passing  RDM  VOR,  turn  right,  climb 

to  6500'  on  crs  210°  to  intercept  R-142  RDM  VOR,  thence  direct  to  RDM  VOR. 
Caution:  High  terrain  all  quadrants. 
Note:  Final  approach  from  holding  pattern  at  RDM  VOR  not  authorized,  procedure  turn  required. 

MSA  within  25  miles  of  facility:  000°-090°— 6500';  090°-180°— 8000';  180°-2704— 11400';  270°-360°— 8300'. 
%Takeofls  all  runways:  Climb  on  crs  210°  magnetic  from  Redmond  airport  to  intercept  R-142  RDM  VOR,  thence  direct  RDM  VOR  climbing  to  cross  VOR  at  or  above 

5000'.  Aircraft  departing  via  V283  northwestbound  continue  climb  in  a  1-minute  right  turn  holding  pattern  to  8000'  on  R-169  RDM  VOR. 
LFR  equipped  aircraft:  Climb  on  crs  210°  magnetic  from  Redmond  airport  to  intercept  S  crs  RM  LFR,  thence  direct  to  RM  LFR  climbing  to  cross  LFR  at  or  above 

S000'.  Aircraft  requiring  higher  MEA  for  direction  of  flight  continue  climb  in  a  left  turn  1-minute  holding  pattern  on  NW  crs  RM  LFR  to  required  MEA. 

City,  Redmond;  State,  Oreg.;  Airport  Name,  Roberts  Field;  Elev.,  3077';  Fac.  Class.,  L-BVORTAC;  Ident.,  RDM;  Procedure  No.  1,  Amdt.  2;  Eff.  Date,  12  Dec.  64;  Sup. 
Amdt.  No.  1;  Dated,  14  Dec.  63 

T-dn . 

300-1 300-1 

300-1 

C-d _ _ _ 

500-1)4 

500-2 
500-2 

C-n . 

500-2 500-2 
.500-2 

A-dn _ 

800-2 
800-2 

800-2 

Radar  terminal  area  transition  altitude:  3500'  within  10  miles  of  Rocky  Mount  Airport.  •  • 
Procedure  turn  N  side  of  crs,  088°  Outbnd,  268°  Inbnd,  1600'  within  10  miles. 
Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  1200'. 
Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  268° — 4.3  miles. 
If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  4.3  miles  after  passing  RMT-VOR,  climb  to  1600' 

on  R-268  within  20  miles. 
Air  Carrier  Note:  Sliding  scale  for  takeoff  or  landing  not  authorized. 

MSA  within  25  miles  of  facility:  000°-090°— 1500';  090°-180°— 1900';  180°-360°— 1600'. 

City,  Rocky  Mount;  State,  N.C.;  Airport  Name  Rocky  Mount  Municipal;  Elev.,  97';  Fac.  Class.,  BVOR;  Ident.,  RMT;  Procedure  No.  1,  Amdt.  3;  Eff.  Date,  12  Dec.  64; 
Sup.  Amdt.  No.  2;  Dated,  4  Feb.  61 

Linden  VOR.. 

Orange  Int.... 
Woodward  Int. 

Stockton  VOR _ _ _ 
Direct _ 2000 

T-dn..... . . 

300-1 
300-1 

- 

Stockton  VOR _  ... Direct . . 
2000 C-dn.... . 

500-1 500-1 

Stockton  VOR _ _  _ _ _ Direct _ _ 
2000 

S-dn-29R* . 

400-1 

400-1 

A-dn _ 

800-2 800-2 

200-34 500-1 3^ 

400-1 

800-2 

Procedure  turn  S  side  of  crs,  123°  Outbnd,  303°  Inbnd,  2000'  within  10  miles. 
Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  1200'. 
Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  304° — 4.0  miles. 

contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  4.0  miles  after  passing  VOR,  turn  left,  climb  to  2000' on  SCK  VOR  R-229  within  i5  mUes. 
authorized,  except  for  turbojet  aircraft,  with  operative  high-intensity  runway  lights. 

MSA  within  25  miles  of  facility:  000°-090°— 3200';  090°-180°— 3700';  180°-270°-4400';  270s-360°— 2000'. 

City,  Stockton;  State,  Calif.;  Airport  Name,  Stockton  Metropolitan;  Elev.,  27';  Fac.  Class.,  BVORTAC;  Ident.,  SCK;  Procedure  No.  1,  Amdt.  5;  Eff.  Date,  12  Dec.  64; 
Sup.  Amdt.  No.  4;  Dated,  10  Mar.  62 



RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

Celling  and  visibility  mlnlmnma More  than 

2-engine, 

more  than 

65  knots Coarse  and 
distance 

10-mlle  DME  fix  RAD  357. Direct. 

Procedure  turn  W  side  of  crs,  367°  Outbnd,  177°  Inbnd,  3000'  within  10  miles. 
Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  2800'. 
Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  177°— 3.6  miles. 
If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  If  landing  not  accomplished  within  3.6  miles  after  passing  ATY-VOR.  climb  to  anno' 

on  R-175  within  15  miles.  Return  to  the  VOR  and  hold  on  R-357. 

Notes:  1.  When  authorized  by  ATC,  DME  may  be  used  to  position  aircraft  on  final  approach  crs  at  3000'  between  R-285  clockwise  to  R-080  via  6-mile  DME  arc  with  the 
elimination  of  procedure  turn.  2.  No  lower  minimums  for  lights— runways  not  properly  marked. 

Other  changes:  Deletes  caution  note.  Deletes  note  regarding  REIL  Runway  17. 

MSAs  within  25  miles  of  the  facility:  000°-180°— 3100';  180°-270°— 4400';  270°-360°— 3700'. 

City,  Watertown;  State,  S.  Dak.;  Airport  Name,  Watertown  Municipal;  Elev.,  1747';  Fac.  Class.,  BVORTAC;  Ident.,  ATY;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt.  4;  Eft.  Date  12  Dee 

64;  Sup.  Arndt.  No.  3;  Dated,  6  May  61  
’  ‘ 

3.  By  amending  the  following  terminal  very  high  frequency  omnirange  (TerVOR)  procedures  prescribed  in  §  97.13  to  read: 
Terminal  VOR  Standard  Instrument  Approach  Procedure 

Bearings,  headings,  courses  and  radials  are  magnetic.  Elevations  and  altitudes  are  in  feet  MSL.  Ceilings  are  in  feet  above  airport  elevation.  Distances  are  in  nautical 
miles  unless  otherwise  indicated,  except  visibilities  which  are  in  statute  miles. 

If  an  instrument  approach  procedure  of  the  above  type  is  conducted  at  the  below  named  airport,  it  shall  be  in  accordance  with  the  following  instrument  approach  procedure 
unless  an  approach  is  conducted  in  accordance  with  a  different  procedure  for  such  airport  authorized  by  the  Administrator  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency.  Initial  approaches 
shall  be  made  over  specified  routes.  Minimum  altitudes  shall  correspond  with  those  established  for  en  route  operation  in  the  particular  area  or  as  set  forth  below 

Transition 
Ceiling  and  Visibility  mlnlmnma 

More  than 

2-engine, 

more  than 
65  knots 

300-1 500-1 
500-1 
800-2 

Int  received 

I  400-1 

400-1 

300-1 600-1 
500-1 

800-2 

minimums  are: 

600-1  I 

400-1 

200-H 
500-1 M 

500-1 

800-2 

500-1 H 

400-1 

If  Hope 

Radar  terminal  transition  altitude  2500'  within  15-mile  radius  of  Grannis  Field  (Raleigh  Approach  Control). 
Procedure  turn  8  side  of  crs,  236°  Outbnd,  056°  Inbnd,  1700'  within  10  miles. 
Facility  on  airport.  _ 

Minimum  altitude  over  FAY  VOR,  700'. 
Crs  and  distance,  Hope  Int  to  VOR,  056°— 4.9  miles. 
Crs  and  distance,  Hope  Int  to  Runway  3, 056°— 4.5  miles. 
Crs  and  distance,  breakoff  point  to  approach  end  of  Runway  3, 034°— 0.9  mile. 
If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  0.0  mile  of  FAY  VOR.  turn  right,  climb  to  1700'  on 

R-090  within  16  miles. 

MSA  within  25  miles  of  facility:  000°-090°— 1500';  090°-180°— 1500';  180°-270°— 1500';  27Qo-360°— 1800'. 

City,  Fayetteville;  State,  N.C.;  Airport  Name,  Grannis  Field;  Elev.,  189';  Fac.  Class.,  L-BVOR;  Ident.,  FAY;  Procedure  No.  TerVOR-3,  Amdt.  3;  Eff.  Date,  10  Dec.  64; 
.  Sup.  Amdt.  No.  2;  Dated,  8  Aug.  64 

Procedure  turn  E  side  of  crs,  163°  Outbnd,  343°  Inbnd,  2700'  within  10  miles. 
Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  2000'. 
If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  of  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  0.0  mile  after  passing  VOR.  make  right  climbing  turn 

to  2700' on  R-163  within  10  miles.  Return  to  VOR  and  hold  8  on  R-163. 
t  Night  takeoffs  and  landings  not  authorized.  Runways  4-22  and  10-28. 
M  SAs  within  25  miles  of  facility:  000°-360°— 2900'.  / 

City,  Grand  Rapids;  State,  Minn.;  Airport  Name,  Grand  Rapids  Municipal;  Elev.,  1320';  Fac.  Class.,  L-BVOR;  Ident.,  GPZ;  Procedure  No.  TerVOR-34,  Amdt.  Orig.;  Eff. Date,  10  Dec.  64 

Minimum i 
2-engine  or  less 

altitude 

(feet) 
Condition 

65  knots 

or  less 

More  than 

66  knots 

2800 

T-dn . 

C-dn . 
S-dn-17 . 
A-dn . 

mi 

300-1 

600-1 
400-1 
800-2 

Minimum 

2-engine  or  less 

To— 

distance 
altitude Condition 

(feet) 65  knots  More  than 

* or  less  65  knots 

HIB  VOR . . . . GPZ  VOR . . . Direct _ _ 3200 

300-1 

300-1 

NA 

C-dn£ . . 

700-1 

700-1 

NA 

S-dn-34. . . 

700-1 
700-1 

NA 
* 

A-dn . NA 

NA 

NA 

N. 
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4.  By  amending  the  following  very  high  frequency,  omnirange-distance  measuring  equipment  (VOR/DME)  procedures 
prescribed  in  §  97.15  to  read: 
v  VOR/DME  Standard  Instrument  Approach  Procedure 

Bearings,  headings,  courses  and  radlals  are  magnetic.  Elevations  and  altitudes  are  In  feet  MSL.  Ceilings  are  In  feet  above  airport  elevation.  Distances  are  In  nautical 
miles  ""lass  otherwise  indicated,  except  visibilities  which  are  In  statute  miles. 

If  an  Instrument  approach  procedure  of  the  above  type  Is  conducted  at  the  below  named  airport,  It  shall  be  In  accordance  with  the  following  Instrument  approach  procedure, 
—lass  an  approach  Is  conducted  In  accordance  with  a  different  procedure  for  such  airport  authorized  by  the  Administrator  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency.  Initial  approaches 
shall  be  made  over  specified  routes.  Minimum  altitudes  shall  correspond  with  those  established  for  en  route  operation  In  the  particular  area  or  as  set  forth  below. 

Transition 
/ Ceiling  and  visibility  mlnimums 

From— 

To- 

Course  and 
distance 

Minimum 
altitude 
(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine  or  less 
More  than 

2-engine, 

more  than 
65  knots 65  knots 

or  less 
More  than 
65  knots 

TIME  fix  R-264 CRW  VOR . . . 
Direct . 

T-dn . 

300-1 

300-1 

200- H C-dn . 

600-1 600-1 

600-1)4 

1 
A-dn. . 

800-2 
800-2 

800-2 

Radar  vectoring  authorized  in  accordance  with  approved  patterns. 

Procedure  turn  8  side  of  crs,  264°  Outbnd,  084°  Inbnd,  3000'  within  10  miles.  Beyond  10  miles  not  authorized. 
Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  3000';  over  6-mile  DME  fix  R-084, 1900'. 
Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport  084°— 8.1  miles. 
If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  mlnimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  8.1  miles  after  passing  CRW  VOR,  climb  to  3000' 

direct  to  CRW-LOM.  Hold  NE,  1-minute  right  turns,  230°  Inbnd. 
Notes:  1.  This  approach  authorized  only  for  aircraft  with  installed  operational  VOR  and  DME  equipment.  2.  When  authorized  by  ATC,  DME  may  be  used  within  10 

miles  at  3500'  to  position  aircraft  for  approach  with  elimination  of  procedure  turn, 
MSA  within  25  miles  of  facility:  000°-360°-3100'. 

City,  Charleston;  State,  W.  Va.;  Airport  Name,  Kanawha;  Elev.,  982';  Fac.  Class.,  BVORTAC;  Ident.,  CRW;  Procedure  No.  VOR/DME,  Arndt.  1;  Eff.  Date,  12  Dec  64;  Sup. Arndt.  No.  Orig.;  Dated,  4  Apr.  05 

Via  12-mile  DME 5100 

T-dn . . 

•500-1 *500-1 *500-1 

counterclock 
C-dn . . 

600-1 
600-1 

600-1)4 

wise  ARC. 
A-dn. . 

NA 

NA 

NA 

18-mile  DME  fix  R-211 . Via  18-mile  DME 
5100 

clockwise  ARC. 

When  authorized  by  ATC,  DME  may  be  used  from  R-244  counterclockwise  to  R-211  at  12  miles  and  from  R-188  clockwise  to  R-211  at  18  miles  to  position  aircraft  on  final 
approach  R-211  with  elimination  of  procedure  turn. 

Procedure  turn  E  side  of  crs,  211°  Outbnd,  031°  Inbnd,  5100'  between  2.5  and  12.5  miles. 
Minimum  altitude  over  2.5-mile  DME  fix  R-211, 3900'.  Descend  to  authorized  mlnimums  after  passing  2.5-mile  DME  fix  R-211. 
Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  031°— 3.2  miles. 
If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  mlnimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  3.2  miles  after  passing  PSK  VOR,  make  right  climb¬ 

ing  turn  to  5100'  on  R-080  within  20  miles. 
Reverse  crs  to  PSK  VOR,  hold  8W  on  PSK  VOR  R-211,  031°  Inbnd,  1-minute  right  turns. 
MSA  within  25  miles  of  the  facility:  000°-090°— 5400';  090°-180°— 4600';  180°-270°— 5000';  270°-360°— 5100'. 
•Caution:  Mountainous  terrain  1500'  higher  than  airport  eievation  S,  W,  and  N  at  5  to  8  miles.  Higher  terrain  at  greater  distances. 

City,  Dublin;  State,  Va.;  Airport  Name,  New  River  Valley;  Elev.,  2105';  Fac.  Class.,  BVORTAC;  Ident.,  PSK;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt.  1;  Eff.  Date,  12  Dec.  64;  Sup.  Arndt. 
No.  Orig.;  Dated,  21  Nov.  64 

10.0-mile  DME  fix  PRC-R-289 _ _ PRC  VOR  (final) . 
Direct _ 

6600  T-dn* . 

800-2 800-2 

800-2 

C-dn% . 

800-2 800-2 800-2 

A-dn . 

1,000-2 

- f_ 

1,000-2 
1,000-2 

Procedure  turn  Teardrop,  309°  Outbnd,  turn  left,  109°  Inbnd,  7600'  within  10  miles. 
Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crse,  6600'. 
Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  112° — 4.0  miles. 
If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  mlnimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  at  4.0  miles  after  passing  PRC  VOR,  make  immediate  left 

elimblng  turn  and  return  to  PRC  VOR,  climb  to  8000'  on  R-289  within  15  miles  or,  when  directed  by  ATC,  make  immediate  left  turn  and  climb  to  9000'  on  R-080  within  15 
miles.  Not  authorized  beyond  15  miles. 

MCAs:  PRC  VOR-R-O60  to  R-180  and  055°  to  180°  bearing  from  PRC  RBn— 5800',  PRC  VOR  R-181  to  R-258  and  181°  to  255°  bearing  from  PRC  RBn— 7200'. 
Northbound  (259°  through  049°)  on  crs  climb  authorized. 
When  authorized  by  ATC,  DME  may  be  used  at  10  miles  at  9100'  altitude  from  PRC  R-237  to  R-258  and  at  8000'  altitude  between  PRC  R-258  and  R-348  to  position  air¬ 

craft  for  a  straight-in  approach  with  the  elimination  of  the  procedure  turn. 
MSA  within  25  miles  of  facility:  000°-090°— 8800';  090°-180°— 9000';  180°-270°— 8600';  270°-360°— 8300'. 
*600-2  authorized  for  takeoff  on  Runways  3  and  21. 
%Circling  W  and  S  not  authorized. 
%Takeoffs  all  runways:  Runways  3  and  30  climb  direct  to  PRC  VOR/RBn,  Runway  12  turn  left,  Runway  21  turn  right,  climb  direct  to  PRC  VOR/RBn,  then  climb  N  W 

via  PRC  VOR  R-289/319°  bearing  from  PRC  RBn  to  recross  PRC  VOR/RBn  at  minimum  crossing  altitudes  for  direction  of  flight. 

City,  Prescott;  State,  Ariz.:  Airport  Name,  Prescott  Municipal;  Elev.,  5042';  Fac.  Class.,  H-BVORTAC;  Ident.,  PRC;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt.  Orig.;  Eff.  Date,  12  Dec.  64 

RAP  VOR . 10-mile  DME  fix  R-321  . Direct _ _ _  4900 

T-dn  . 

300-1 300-1 

900-1/4 

C-dn. . . 

600-1 
600-1 

600-i)4 

S-dn-14 . . 

600-1 
600-1 600-1 

A-dn. . . 

800-2 800-2 800-2 

Radar  vectoring  to  final  approach  crs  authorized  in  accordance  with  approved  patterns.  When  authorized  by  ATC,  DME  may  be  used  to  position  aircraft  for  straight-fn 
approach  at  4900'  between  R-320  CW  to  R-075  via  16-mile  DME  arc  with  the  elimination  of  procedure  turn. 

Procedure  turn  N  side  of  crs,  321°  Outbnd,  141°  Inbnd,  4900'  between  10-  and  20-mile  DME  fix  R-321. 
Nonstandard  due  to  rising  terrain  to  the  W. 

Minimum  altitude  over  10-mile  DME  fix  R-321  on  final  approach  crs,  4600'. 
Crs  and  distance,  10-mile  DME  fix  R-321  to  airport,  141°— 5.0  miles. 
If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  mlnimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  at  6.0-mlIe  DME  fix  R-321,  climb  to  4600'  on  R-142  within 10 miles  of  RAP  VOR. 

Note;  Aircraft  on  missed  approach  may  be  radar  controlled  after  radar  identification. 
MSA  within  25  miles  of  the  facility:  000°-090°— 4300';  090°-180°— 4500';  180°-270°— 8300';  270°-360°— 6600'. 

City,  Rapid  City;  State,  S.  Dak.;  Airport  Name,  Rapid  City  Municipal;  Elev.,  3181';  Fac.  Class.,  BVORTAC;  Idem*.,  RAP;  Procedure  No.  VOR/DME  No.  1,  Arndt.  Orig.; Eff.  Date,  12  Dec.  64 

No.  2‘ 

-2 
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VOR-DMB  Standard  Instrument  Approach  Procedure — Continued 

Transition 

From— 

To- ao-mile  DM E  fix  R-293 
10-mile  DME  fix  R-293 
15-mile  DME  fix  R-169 
15-mile  DME  fix  R-142 
15-mile  DME  fix  R-028 

10-mile  DME  fix  R-293. 
0-mile  DME  fix  R-293.. 
0-mile  DME  fix  R-169.. 
0-mile  DME  fix  R-142.. 
0-mile  DME  fix  R-028.. 

Course  and 
distance 

Direct. 
Direct. Direct 
Direct 

Direct 

Minimum 
altitude 

(feet) 

8500 6500 

6500 
6500 6500 

Ceiling  and  visibility  minimums 

Condition T-dn% 

C-d.... 

C-n _ A-dn.. 

2-engine  or  less 

65  knots 
or  less 

800-1 
600-1 
600-2 

800-2 

More  than 
65  knots 

300-1 600-1 
600-2 
TSOO-2 

More  than 

2-engine, 

more  than 

65  knots 
200-H 

600-1H 

<>00—2 

800-2 

Procedure  turn  N  side  of  crs,  249°  Outbnd,  069°  Inbnd,  6500'  within  10  miles.  Beyond  10  miles  not  authorised— terrain. 
Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  5100'. 
Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  069°— 6.6  miles. 
If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  6.6  miles  after  passing  RDM  VOR  or  at  6.6-miles 

DME  fix  R-069,  turn  right,  climb  to  6500'  on  crs  210°  to  intercept  R-142  RDM  VOR,  thence  direct  to  RDM  VOR. 
Note:  Final  approach  from  holding  pattern  at  RDM  VOR  not  authorized;  procedure  turn  required. 
Caution:  High  terrain  all  quadrants.  . 

MSA  within  26  miles  of  facility:  000°-090°— 6500';  690°-180°— 8000';  180°-270°— 11400';  270°-360°— 8300'. 
%Takeofls  all  runways:  Climb  on  crs  210°  magnetic  from  Redmond  airport  to  intercept  R-142  RDM  VOR,  thence  direct  RDM  VOR  climbing  to  cross  VOR  at  or  above 

5000'.  Aircraft  departing  via  V283  northwest  bound  continue  climb  in  a  1-minute  right  turn  holding  pattern  to  8000'  on  R-169  RDM  VOR. 
LFR  equipped  aircraft:  Climb  on  crs  210°  magnetic  from  Redmond  airport  to  intercept  S  crs  RM  LFR,  thence  direct  to  RM  LFR,  climbing  to  cross  LFR  at  or  above  5000', 

Aircraft  requiring  higher  MEA  for  direction  of  flight  continue  climb  in  a  left  turn  1-minute  holding  pattern  on  NW  crs  RM  LFR  to  required  MEA. 

City,  Redmond;  State,  Oreg.;  Airport  Name,  Roberts  Field;  Elev.,3077';  Fac.  Class.,  L-BVORTAC;  Ident.,  RDM;  Procedure  No.  VOR/DME  No.  1,  Arndt.  Orig.;  Eff.  Date 12  Dec.  64 

ATY  VOR. 10-mile  DME  fix  R-176. 
Direct. 3400 

T-dn _ 

300-1 

300-1 

C-dn _ 

500-1 
500-1 

400-1 

400-1 

A-dn _  _ 

800-2 800-2 

200-H 500-1H 

400-1 

800-2 

Procedure  turn  E  side  of  crs,  176°  Outbnd,  356°  Inbnd,  3400'  between  10-  and  20-mile  DME  fix  R-176. 
Minimum  altitude  over  10-mile  DME  fix  R-176  on  final  approach  crs,  3300'. 
Crs  and  distance,  10-mile  DME  fix  R-176  to  airport  356°— 5.3  miles. 
If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  at  4.7-mile  DME  fix  R-176,  climb  to  3000'  on  R-357  ATY 

VOR.  Return  to  VOR  and  hold  on  R-357. 

Note:  When  authorized  by  ATC,  DME  may  be  used  to  position  aircraft  on  final  approach  crs  at  3400'  between  R-160  clockwise  to  230°  via  16-mile  DME  arc  with  the 
elimination  of  procedure  turn. 

MS  As  within  25  miles  of  the  facility:  000°-180°-3100';  180°-270°-4400';  270°-360°— 3700'. 

City,  Watertown;  State,  S.  Dak.;  Airport  Name,  Watertown  Municipal;  Elev.,  1747';  Fac.  Class.,  BVORTAC;  Ident.,  ATY;  Procedure  No.  VOR/DME  No.  1,  Arndt.  Orig.; Eff.  Date,  12  Dec.  64 

5.  By  amending  the  following  instrument  landing  system  procedures  prescribed  in  §  97.17  to  read: 
ILS  Standard  Instrument  Approach  Procedure 

Bearings,  headings,  courses  and  radials  are  magnetic.  Elevations  and  altitudes  are  in  feet  MSL.  Ceilings  are  in  feet  above  airport  elevation.  Distances  are  in  nautical 
miles  unless  otherwise  indicated,  except  visibilities  which  are  in  statute  miles. 

If  an  instrument  approach  procedure  of  the  above  type  is  conducted  at  the  below  named  airport,  it  shall  be  in  accordance  with  the  following  instrument  approach  procedure, 
unless  an  approach  is  conducted  in  accordance  with  a  different  procedure  for  such  airport  authorized  by  the  Administrator  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency.  Initial  approaches 
shall  be  made  over  specified  routes.  Minimum  altitudes  shall  correspond  with  those  established  for  en  route  operation  in  the  particular  area  or  as  set  forth  below. 

Transition Ceiling  and  visibility  minimums 

From— 

To- 

Course  and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 
(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine  or  less 

More  than 

2-engine, 

more  than 

65  knots 

65  knots 

or  less 

More  than 
65  knots 

LOM _ _ _ _ Direct . . . 

1400 T-dn . 

300-1 
300-1 

500-1 

$  200-1 

600-2 

200- H 

500-1 H 

i  200—1-a !  G00-2 

C-dn . 

400-1 

S-dn-4 _ 

200- Jr 

A-dn . . 

600-2 

Procedure  turn  S  side  of  crs,  218°  Outbnd,  038°  Inbnd,  1400'  within  10  miles.  Beyond  10  miles  not  authorized. 
Minimum  altitude  at  glide  slope  interception  Inbnd,  1200'. 
Altitude  of  glide  slope  and  distance  to  approach  end  of  runway  at  OM  1187'— 4.2  miles;  at  MM  256'— 0.5  mile. 
If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished,  climb  to  1600'  on  NE  crs  ILS  within  20  miles. 
Caution:  2049'  TV  antenna  located  20  miles  8  of  airport;  850'  TV  antenna  located  3.7  miles  WNW  of  airport. 
Note:  7-mile  DME  arc  1600'  authorized  radially  066°  clockwise  through  291°  from  the  Monroe  VOR  to  intercept  final  approach  crs  eliminating  procedure  turn. 

City,  Monroe;  State,  La.;  Airport  Name,  Selman  Field;  Elev.,  79';  Fac.  Class.,  ILS;  Ident., I-MLU;  Procedure  No.  ILS-4,  Arndt.  6;  Eff.  Date,  12  Dec.  64;  Sup.  Arndt.  No.  4; 
Dated,  14  Mar.  64 

Cardinal  Int _ LOM  _ _ Direct . . 
2000 

2000 

2000 

2000 2000 

2000 
2200 

2200 2600 

2000 

T-dn . 

300-1 
500-1 
400-1 

600-2 

300-1 

600-1 
400-1 
600-2 

200- )<2 

500-1 H 

400-1 600-2 

LOM  (final)  . . . Via  STL  R-276 and  NW  crs 
LMR  ILS. 

Direct. 

C-dn 

8TL  VOR . . LOM  . . . . . 

8-dn-12R# . 
A-dn . 

Lake  RBn _ _ _ _ _ LOM  _ _ - . Direct 
ST  LOM . . LOM  _ _ _ _ Direct. 
Academy  Int _ LOM.. . . . . . Direct  ... 

Godfrey  Bit _ _ LOM . . . . Direct.  . . 

Maryland  Heights  VOR . . . . . LOM  . . . . . . . Direct. . . 

TiCM'ay  Int 
LOM  . . . Direct 

Park  Int  ... LOM  . . . Direct _ _ 

Radar  vectoring  to  final  approach  crs  authorized  in  accordance  with  approved  patterns. 

Procedure  turn  N  side  of  crs,  297°  Outbnd,  117°  Inbnd,  2000'  within  10  miles. 
Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  2000'. 
Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  117°— 5.3  miles. 
No  glide  slope.  .. 

1  f  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished,  climb  to  2000'  on  117°  bearing  from  LM  LOM  within  10  miles, 
turn  right,  return  to  LM  LOM  or,  when  directed  by  ATC,  climb  to  2400'  on  117°  bearing  from  LM  LOM  within  10  miles,  turn  right,  proceed  to  Lake  RBn. 

Note:  Aircraft  executing  missed  approach  may  be  radar  controlled  after  radar  identification. 

#400-? «  authorized,  except  for  turbojet  aircraft,  with  operative  high-intensity  runway  lights. 
#400- 'n  authorized,  except  for  turbojet  aircraft,  with  operative  ALS  and  high-intensity  runway  lights. 

City,  St.  Louis;  State,  Mo.;  Airport  Name,  Lambert-St.  Louis  Municipal;  F.lev.,  571';  Fac.  Class.,  ILS;  Ident.,  LM;  Procedure  No.  ILS-12R,  Arndt.  Orig.;  F.ff.  Date,  14  Dec. 64  or  ufton  commissioning  of  facility 
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IL8  Standard  Instrument  Approach  Procedure — Continued 

Ceiling  and  visibility  mlnlmnmi 

°SKSd  "H?  Conditio. 

2-engine  or  less 
More  than 

I  2-engine, 

■K*? 

«5  knots 

TOY  VOR _ _ _  Cardinal  Int  (final). Via  TOY  R-230 and  SE  Crs 
LMR  ILS. 

2000  T-dn . 
C-dn . 

8-dn-30L . 
A-dn _ _ _ 

300-1  200-94 
600-1  500-194 

600-1  600-1 
800-2  800-2 

Procedure  turn  not  authorised.  Radar  vector  to  final  approach  crs  required.  Final  approach  crs,  297°  Inbnd. 
Minimum  altitude  over  Cardinal  Int  on  final  approach  crs,  2000'. 
Crs  and  distance,  Cardinal  Int  to  airport,  297°— 6.0  miles. 
No  glide  slope— no  markers. 
If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  6.0  miles  after  passing  Cardinal  Int,  climb  to  2000'  di¬ 

rect  to  LM  LOM  and  hold  on  297®  bearing  from  LM  LOM  or  when  directed  by  ATC,  make  right  turn  climb  to  1900',  proceed  to  ST  LOM. 
Note:  Aircraft  executing  missed  approach  may  be  radar  controlled  after  radar  idenification. 
Radar  identification  of  Cardinal  Int  authorized. 

City,  St.  Louis;  State,  Mo.;  Airport  Name,  Lambert-St.  Louis  Municipal;  Elev.,  671';  Fac.  Class.,  ILS;  Ident.,  I-LMR;  Procedure  No.  ILS-30L  (back  crs),  Arndt.  Orig.;  Eff. Date,  14  Dec.  64,  or  upon  commissioning  of  facility 

Linden  VOR - 
Woodward  Int _ 
BCK-VOR . 
Orange  Int - 

LOM .  Direct .  2000  T-dn . 
LOM.. .  Direct .  2000  C-dn . 
LOM .  Direct .  1700  8-dn-29R®. 
LOM . Direct .  1700  A-dn . 

300-1  300-1  200-14 
600-1  600-1  600-114 
400-44  400-14  400-94 

600-2  600-2  600-2 

Procedure  turn  S  side  of  crs.  111®  Outbnd,  291°  Inbnd,  1700'  within  10  miles  of  OM. 
Minimum  altitude  at  glide  slope  interception  Inbnd,  1700'. 
Altitude  of  glide  slope  and  distance  to  approach  end  of  runway  at  OM,  1628'— 5.4  miles;  at  MM,  248'— 0.6  mile. 
ir  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished,  turn  left,  climb  to  2000'  on  SCK  VOR  R-229  or  SCK  LOM 

bearing  233°  within  16  miles.  - 
Note:  No  approach  ligbts. 

*400-1  required  when  glide  slope  inoperative. 

City,  Stockton;  State,  Calif.;  Airport  Name,  Stockton  Metropolitan;  Elev.,  27';  Fac.  Class.,  ILS;  Ident.,  I-8CK;  Procedure  No.  ILS-29R,  Arndt.  3;  Eff.  Date,  12  Dec.  64; Sup.  Arndt.  No.  2;  Dated,  10  Mar  62 

TLH  LOM _ _  Hed strom  Int.       
TLH  VOR... . . .  Hedstrom  Int . 
Havana  Int . .  Hedstrom  Int.  (final) 

1800  T-dn _ 
1800  C-dn _ 
1300  S-dn-18#. 

A-dn _ 

300-1 300-1 
400-1 600-1 

400-1 400-1 
800-2 800-2 Procedure  turn  W  side  of  crs,  368®  Outbnd,  178®  Inbnd,  1800'  within  10  miles  of  Hedstrom  Int. 

Minimum  altitude  over  Hedstrom  Int  on  final  approach  crs,  1300'. 
Crs  and  distance,  Hedstrom  Int  to  airport,  178°— 4.8  miles. 
If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  4.8  miles  after  passing  Hedstrom  Int,  climb  straight 

ahead  to  1600'  on  the  S  crs  of  the  ILS  within  20  miles  or  turn  left,  climbing  to  1800'  on  R-248  TLH-VOR  and  proceed  to  the  VOR. 
Other  changes:  Deletes  transition  from  TLH  RBn. 

#400-94  authorized,  except  for  turbojet  aircraft,  with  operative  high-intensity  runway  lights. 

City,  Tallahassee;  State,  Fla.;  Airport  Name,  Tallahassee  Municipal;  Elev.,  81';  Fac.  Class.,  IL8;  Ident.,  I-TLH;  Procedure  No.  ILS-18  (back  crs),  Arndt.  2;  Eff.  Date.  12 Dec.  64;  Sup.  Arndt.  No.  1;  Dated,  16  Aug.  64 

TLH-VOR . 
Jackson  Int _ 
Camp  Int . 
Creek  Int . 

Direct _ 
Direct . . 
Direct _ 
Direct . 

Procedure  turn  E  side  of  crs,  178°  Outbnd,  368°  Inbnd,  1300'  within  10  miles. 
M  inimum  altitude  at  glide  slope  interception  Inbnd,  1200'. 
Altitude  of  glide  slope  and  distance  to  approach  end  of  runway  at  OM,  1200'— 4.1  miles;  at  MM,  266®— 0.6  mile. 
If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished,  climb  to  1800'  on  N  crs  of  ILS  and  proceed  to  Havana  Int. 

wright  turn  climbing  to  1800'  and  proceed  to  the  TLH  VOR  via  R-243. 
Other  changes:  Deletes  transition  from  TLH  RBn. 

#400-9*  required  when  glide  slope  not  utilized. 

City,  Tallahassee;  State,  Fla.;  Airport  Name,  Tallahassee  Municipal;  Elev.,  81';  Fac.  Class.,  ILS;  Ident.,  I-TLH;  Procedure  No.  ILS-36,  Amdt.  6;  Eff.  Date,  12  Dec.  64:  Sud. Arndt.  No.  4;  Dated,  4  Jan.  64 
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6.  By  amending  the  following  radar  procedures  prescribed  in  S  97.19  to  read: 

Radar  Standard  Instrombnt  Approach  Procrdurr 

Bearings,  headings,  ooursee  and  radiak  are  magnetic.  Elevations  and  altitudes  are  in  feet,  MSL.  Ceilings  are  in  feet  above  airport  elevation.  Dlstanoes  are  in  nautiml 

miles  unless  otherwise  indicated,  except  visibilities  which  are  in  statute  miles .  csl 
If  a  radar  Instrument  approach  to  conducted  at  the  below  named  airport,  it  shall  be  in  accordance  with  the  following  instrument  procedure,  unless  an  approach  Is  conducted 

in  accordance  with  a  different  procedure  for  such  airport  authorised  by  the  Administrator  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency.  Initial  approaches  shall  be  made  over  specified 
routes.  Minimum  altitude(s)  shall  correspond  with  those  established  for  en  route  operation  in  the  particular  area  or  as  set  forth  below.  Positive  identification  must  be  estab. 
lished  with  the  radar  controller.  From  initial  contact  with  radar  to  final  authorized  landing  mlnlmums,  the  instructions  of  the  radar  controller  are  mandatory  except  when 

(A)  visual  contact  to  established  on  final  approach  at  or  before  descent  to  the  authorized  landing  mlnlmums,  or  (B)  at  pilot’s  discretion  If  it  appears  desirable  to  discontinue 
the  approach,  except  when  the  radar  controller  may  direct  otherwise  prior  to  final  approach,  a  missed  approach  shall  be  executed  as  provided  below  when  (A)  communication 
on  final  approach  is  lost  for  more  than  5  seconds  during  a  precision  approach,  or  tot  more  than  30  seconds  during  a  surveillance  approach;  (B)  directed  by  radar  controller- 
(C)  visual  contact  is  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  mlnlmums;  or  (D)  if  landing  is  not  accomplished.  ' 

Radar  terminal  area  maneuvering  sectors  and  altitudes 

From 

To 
Dirt. Alt. Dist. 

2-engine  or  less 

Alt. Dlst. 
Alt. Dist. Alt. 

Dist. 

Alt. 

Dist. 

Alt. 

Condition 
65  knots 

or  less 

More  than 
65  knots 

Ceiling  and  visibility  mlnlmums 

Instrument  approach  to  be  conducted  In  accordance  with  USN  Radar  Standard  In¬ 
strument  Approach  Procedure. 

Precision  radar T-dn . 
C-dn . 

S-dn-24R . 
A-dn . . 

300-1 300-1 600-2 
600-2 

400-1 400-1 

600-2 

600-2 

More  than 

2-engine, 

more  than 
66  knots 

306-1 600-2 400-1 

600-2 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished,  climb  to  2500’  on  a  heading  of  280°,  intercept  LIF-VOR  R-340 
and  proceed  to  Rancho  Int. 

Caution:  High  terrain  N,  NE,  and  E  of  airport. 
Note:  Military  authority  required. 

City,  San  Diego;  State,  Calif.;  Airport  Name,  Miramar  NAS;  Elev.,  475’;  Fac.  Class,  and  Ident.,  Miramar  Radar;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt.  Orig.;  Eff.  Date,  12  Dec.  64 

These  procedures  shall  become  effective  on  the  dates  specified  therein. 

(Secs.  307(c),  313(a),  601  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958;  49  U.S.C.  1348(c),  1354(a),  1421;  72  Stat.  749,  752,  775) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  November  9, 1964. 
G.  S.  Moore, 

Director,  Flight  Standards  Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-11658;  Filed,  Dec.  15, 1964;  8:46  am] 

Title  26-INTERNAL  REVENUE 
Chapter  I — Internal  Revenue  Service, 

Department  of  the  Treasury 

SUBCHAPTER  A — INCOME  TAX 

[TJX  6777] 

PART  1— INCOME  TAX;  TAXABLE 
YEARS  BEGINNING  AFTER  DECEM¬ 
BER  31,  1953 

Repeal  of  Credit  for  Dividends  Re¬ 
ceived  by  Individuals  and  Doubling 
of  Dividend  Exclusion  for  Indi¬ 
viduals 

On  October  15, 1964,  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  with  respect  to  the  amend¬ 
ments  of  the  Income  Tax  Regulations  (26 
CFR  Part  1)  under  sections  34,  116,  and 
various  other  sections  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  of  1954  to  conform  the 
regulations  to  changes  made  by  section 
201  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1964  (78  Stat. 
31)  was  published  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  (29  F.R.  14181).  No  objection  of 
the  rules  proposed  having  been  received 
during  the  30-day  period  prescribed  in 
the  notice,  the  regulations  as  proposed 
are  hereby  adopted. 

[seal]  Bertrand  M.  Harding, 
Acting  Commissioner 

of  Internal  Revenue. 

Approved:  December  10, 1964. 

Stanley  S.  Surrey, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the 

Treasury. 

In  order  to  conform  the  Income  Tax 
Regulations  (26  CFR  Part  1)  under  sec¬ 
tions  34,  116,  and  various  other  sections 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954  to 
section  201  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1964 
(78  Stat.  31),  such  regulations  are 
amended  as  follows: 
Paragraph  1.  Section  1.34  is  amended 

by  revising  section  34(a)  and  paragraph 
(2)  of  section  34(b)  and  by  revising  the 
historical  note.  These  amended  provi¬ 
sions  read  as  follows: 

§  1.34  Statutory  provisions;  dividends 
received  by  individuals. 

Sec.  34.  Dividends  received  by  individuals — 
(a)  General  rule.  Effective  with  respect  to 
taxable  years  ending  after  July  31, 1954,  there 
shall  be  allowed  to  an  individual,  as  a  credit 
against  the  tax  imposed  by  this  subtitle  for 
the  taxable  year,  an  amount  equal  to  the 
following  percentage  of  the  dividends  which 
are  received  from  domestic  corporations  and 
are  included  in  gross  income: 

(1)  4  percent  of  the  amount  of  such  divi¬ 
dends  which  are  received  before  January  1, 
1964,  and 

(2)  2  percent  of  the  amount  of  such  divi¬ 
dends  which  are  received  during  the  calendar 

year  1964. 
(b)  Limitation  on  amount  of  credit.  *  *  • 
(2)  The  following  percent  of  the  taxable 

income  for  the  taxable  year: 
(A)  2  percent,  in  the  case  of  a  taxable  year 

ending  before  January  1,  1955,  or  beginning 
after  December  31,  1963. 

(B)  4  percent,  in  the  case  of  a  taxable 
year  ending  after  December  31,  1954,  and 
beginning  before  January  1,  1964. 
•  •  •  •  • 

[Sec.  34  as  amended  by  sec.  3(a),  Life  Insur¬ 
ance  Company  Income  Tax  Act  1959  (73  Stat. 
139):  sec.  10(e),  Act  of  Sept.  14,  1960  (Pub. 

Law  86-779,  74  Stat.  1009);  sec.  201(a),  Rev. 
Act  1964  (78  Stat.  31);  repealed  by  sec. 
201(b),  Rev.  Act  1964  (78  Stat.  31)] 

Par.  2.  Paragraph  (a)  of  §  1.34-1  is 
amended  by  revising  subparagraph  (1). 
The  amended  provision  reads  as  follows: 

§  1.34—1  Credit  against  tax  and  exclu¬ 
sion  from  gross  income  in  case  of 
dividends  received  by  individuals. 

(a)  In  general.  (1)  Section  34  pro¬ 
vides  a  credit  against  the  income  tax  of 
an  individual  for  certain  dividends  re¬ 
ceived  after  July  31,  1954,  and  on  or 
before  December  31,  1964.  The  credit, 
subject  to  the  limitations  provided  in 
section  34(b) ,  is  equal  to  4  percent  of  the 
dividends  received  before  January  1, 

1964,  and  2  percent  of  the  dividends 
received  during  the  calendar  year  1964. 
The  credit  is  allowable  with  respect  to 
dividends  received  in  any  taxable  year 
ending  after  July  31,  1954,  but  applies 
only  to  dividends  received  on  or  before 
December  31,  1964.  The  credit  applies 
only  to  dividends  which  are  received  from 
domestic  corporations  and  which  are  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  gross  income  of  the  tax¬ 
payer.  Section  116  provides  for  the 
exclusion  from  gross  income  of  the  first 

$100  ($50  for  dividends  received  in  tax¬ 
able  years  beginning  before  January  1. 
1964)  of  certain  dividends  received  by  an 

individual.  See  §  1.116-1.  In  determin¬ 
ing  which  dividends  are  entitled  to  the 
credit  against  income  tax  provided  by 

section  34,  the  exclusion  from  gross  in¬ 
come  provided  in  section  116  is  applied 
to  the  first  dividends  received  in  the 

taxable  year.  Since  the  exclusion  ap- 
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plies  to  dividends  received  at  any  time 
during  a  taxable  year  ending  after  July 

31,  1954,  dividends  received  before  Au¬ 

gust  1,  1954,  may  be  taken  into  account 
in  determining  the  exclusion:  from  gross 
income  under  section  116  but  do  not 
constitute  dividends  for  which  a  credit 
is  allowed. 

Par.  3.  Paragraph  (a)  of  §  1.34-2  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1.34-2  Limitations  on  amount  of 
credit. 

(a)  Under  section  34(b)  the  credit 

may  not  exceed  the  lesser  of  either — 
(1)  The  amount  of  the  tax  imposed  by 

chapter  1  of  the  Code  for  the  taxable 
year  reduced  by  the  foreign  tax  credit 
allowable  under  section  33,  or 

(2)  Whichever  of  the  following  is 
applicable: 

(i)  In  the  case  of  a  taxable  year  end¬ 
ing  before  January  1,  1955,  or  beginning 
after  December  31, 1963,  2  percent  of  the 
taxable  income  for  such  taxable  year; 

(ii)  In  the  case  of  a  taxable  year  end¬ 
ing  after  December  31,  1954,  and  begin¬ 
ning  before  January  1,  1964,  4  percent  of 
the  taxable  income  for  such  taxable  year. 

In  the  case  of  a  taxpayer  who  computes 
his  tax  under  section  3  or  who  uses  the 
standard  deduction  provided  by  section 
141,  the  taxable  income  for  the  taxable 
year  is  the  adjusted  gross  income  for  the 
taxable  year  reduced  by  the  standard 
deduction  prescribed  in  section  141  and 
the  deductions  for  personal  exemptions 

provided  in  section  151.  'Where  the  al¬ 
ternative  tax  on  capital  gains  is  imposed 
under  section  1201(b),  the  taxable  in¬ 
come  for  such  taxable  year  is  the  taxable 
income  as  defined  in  section  63,  which 
includes  50  percent  of  the  excess  of  net 
long-term  capital  gain  over  net  short¬ 
term  capital  loss. 

Par.  4.  There  is  addfed  immediately 
after  §  1.34-5  the  following  new  section: 

§  1.34—6  Dividends  received  after  De¬ 
cember  31, 1964. 

In  the  case  of  dividends  received  after 
December  31,  1964,  section  34  and  the 
regulations  issued  thereunder  do  not 
apply. 

Par.  5.  Section  1.35  is  amended  by  re¬ 
vising  section  35(b)  (1)  and  the  histori¬ 
cal  note.  The  amended  provisions  read 
as  follows: 

§  1.35  Statutory  provisions;  partially 
tax-exempt  interest  received  by  indi¬ 
viduals. 

Sec.  35.  Partially  tax-exempt  interest  re¬ 
ceived  by  individuals.  •  •  * 

(b)  Limitation  on  amount  of  credit.  The 
credit  allowed  by  subsection  (a)  shall  not 
exceed  whichever  of  the  following  is  the loser: 

I1)  Tbe  amount  of  the  tax  imposed  by 
~®  chapter  for  the  taxable  year,  reduced 
by  the  credit  allowable  under  section  33,  or •  *  •  •  • 
[Sec.  35  as  amended  by  sec.  41(b),  Techni¬ 
cal  Amendments  Act  1958  (72  Stat.  1639); 
sec.  201(d)(2)  Rev.  Act  1964  (78  Stat.  32)] 

Par.  6.  Paragraph  (a)  of  §  1.61-9  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 
§  1.61-9  Dividends. 

(a)  in  general.  Except  as  otherwise 
specifically  provided,  dividends  are  in¬ 

cluded  in  gross  income  under  sections  61 
and  301.  For  the  principal  rules  with 
respect  to  dividends  includible  in  gross 
income,  see  section  316  and  the  regula¬ 
tions  ->  thereunder.  As  to  distributions 
made  or  deemed  to  be  made  by  regulated 
investment  companies,  see  sections  851 
through  855,  and  the  regulations  there¬ 
under.  As  to  distributions  made  by  real 
estate  investment  trusts,  see  sections  856 
through  858,  and  the  regulations  there¬ 
under.  See  section  116  for  the  exclu¬ 
sion  from  gross  income  of  $100  ($50  for 
dividends  received  in  taxable  years  be¬ 
ginning  before  January  1,  1964)  of  div¬ 
idends  received  by  an  individual,  except 
those  from  certain  corporations.  Fur¬ 
thermore,  dividends  may  give  rise  to  a 
credit  against  tax  under  section  34,  relat¬ 
ing  to  dividends  received  by  individuals 
(for  dividends  received  on  or  before  De¬ 
cember  31,  1964) ,  and  under  section  37, 
relating  to  retirement  income. 

•  -  *  *  *  * 
Par.  7.  Section  1.116  is  amended  by  re¬ 

vising  section  116(a),  by  adding  a  new 
paragraph  (3)  to  section  116(c)  and  by 
revising  the  historical  note.  The 
amended  and  added  provisions  read  as 
follows: 

§  1.116  Statutory  provisions;  partial  ex¬ 
clusion  of  dividends  received  by  indi¬ 
viduals. 

Sec.  116.  Partial  exclusion  of  dividends  re¬ 
ceived  by  individuals — (a)  Exclusion  from 
gross  income.  Effective  with  respect  to  any 
taxable  year  ending  after  July  31,  1954,  gross 
income  does  not  include  amounts  received  by 
an  individual  as  dividends  from  domestic 

corporations,  to  the  extent  that  the  divi¬ 
dends  do  not  exceed  $100.  If  th ;  dividends 
received  in  a  taxable  year  exceed  $100,  the  ex¬ 
clusion  provided  by  the  preceding  sentence 
shall  apply  to  the  dividends  first  received  in 
such  year. 

****•- 
(c)  Special  rules  for  certain  distributions. 

For  purposes  of  subsection  (a)  — 
***** 

(3)  The  amount  of  dividends  properly 
aUocable  to  a  beneficiary  under  section  652 
or  662  shall  be  deemed  to  have  been  received 
by  the  beneficiary  ratably  on  the  same  date 
that  the  dividends  were  received  by  the 
estate  or  trust. 

***** 

[Sec.  116  as  amended  by  sec.  3(a),  Life  In¬ 
surance  Company  Income  Tax  Act  1959  (73 
Stat.  139);  sec.  10(f),  Act  of  Sept.  14,  1960 
(Pub.  Law  86-779,  74  Stat.  1009);  secs.  201 
(c)  and  (d)(6)(C),  Rev.  Act  1964  (78  Stat. 

32)] 

Par.  8.  Section  1.116-1  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  1.116-1  Partial  exclusion  of  dividends. 

(a)  In  general.  Section  116  excludes 
from  gross  income  the  first  $100  ($50  for 
dividends  received  in  a  taxable  year 
which  ends  after  July  31,  1954  and  be¬ 
gins  before  January  1,  1964,  whether  or 
not  the  dividend  is  received  after  July  31, 
1954)  of  dividends  from  domestic  cor¬ 
porations  received  by  an  individual  in  a 
taxable  year  beginning  after  December 
31, 1963. 

(b)  Joint  returns  of  husband  and  wife. 

In  the  case  of  a  joint  return  of  husband 
and  wife,  each  spouse  is  entitled  to  the 
exclusion  in  an  amount  not  in  excess  of 

$100  ($50  for  dividends  received  in  tax¬ 
able  years  beginning  before  January  1, 

1964) ,  with  respect  to  the  dividends  re¬ 
ceived  by  such  spouse.  Thus,  if  in  the 
calendar  year  1955,  a  husband  receives 
$200  of  dividends  and  his  wife  $100,  the 
amount  to  be  included  in  gross  income  is 

$200  ($150  of  the  husband’s  dividends 
and  $50  of  the  wife’s  dividends) .  If  the amounts  are  received  in  a  taxable  year 
beginning  after  December  31,  1963,  the 
amount  to  be  included  in  gross  income  is 

$100  ($100  of  the  husband’s  dividends 
and  none  of  the  wife’s  dividends) .  If  the 
wife  receives  only  $30  of  dividends,  the 

entire  $30  is  excludable,  and  there  is  in¬ 
cluded  in  gross  income  in  the  joint  return 
in  the  case  of  a  taxable  year  beginning 
before  January  1,  1964,  only  $150  ($200 
less  his  $50  exclusion)  or  in  the  case  of  a 
taxable  year  beginning  after  Decem¬ 
ber  31, 1963,  only  $100  ($200  less  his  $100 
exclusion)  consisting  of  the  dividends 
received  by  the  husband. 

(c)  Individuals  receiving  dividends. 
Where  two  or  more  persons  hold  stock  as 
tenants  in  common,  as  joint  tenants,  or 
as  tenants  by  the  entirety,  the  dividends 
received  with  respect  to  such  stock  shall 
be  considered  as  being  received  by  each 
tenant  to  the  extent  that  he  is  entitled 
under  local  law  to  a  share  of  such  divi¬ 
dends.  Where  dividends  constitute  com¬ 
munity  property  under  local  law  each 
spouse  shall  be  considered  as  receiving 
one-half  of  such  dividends. 

(d)  Dividends  to  which  the  exclusion 

applies — (1)  General  rule.  The  exclu¬ 
sion  under  section  116  applies  only  to 

distributions  of  property  defined  as  div¬ 
idends  by  section  316.  Thus,  the  ex¬ 
clusion  is  not  allowed  with  respect  to 

patronage  dividends  paid  by  either  ex¬ 
empt  or  taxable  farm  cooperatives. 
Nor  is  it  allowed  for  distributions  to  non¬ 
stockholding  policy  holders  by  an  insur¬ 
ance  company  having  shares  of  stock  or 
for  any  distribution  by  a  mutual  insur¬ 
ance  company.  See  subparagraph 
(2)  (i)  of  this  paragraph  for  an  additional 
restriction  with  respect  to  stock  life  in¬ 
surance  companies.  The  exclusion  is, 
however,  allowed  with  respect  to  divi¬ 
dends  paid  on  capital  stock  by  nonexempt 
cooperatives  and  with  respect  to  divi¬ 
dends  paid  on  capital  stock  by  building 
and  loan  associations.  However,  see  sub- 
paragraph  (2)  (ii)  of  this  paragraph  with 
respect  to  so-called  dividends  paid  by 
building  and  loan  associations  ineligible 
for  the  exclusion.  The  exclusion  is  al¬ 
lowed  with  respect  to  distributions  from 
any  organization  taxed  as  a  corporation 
if  the  distribution  falls  within  the  defi¬ 
nition  of  a  dividend  in  section  316. 

(2)  Dividends  from  certain  corpora¬ 
tions.  (i)  Section  116  (b)  and  (c)  con¬ 
tains  further  restrictions  on  the  type  of 
distributions  which  are  treated  as  divi¬ 
dends  for  purposes  of  the  exclusion. 
Thus,  no  exclusion  is  applicable  with  re¬ 
spect  to  dividends  received  from  a  cor¬ 
poration  organized  under  the  China 
Trade  Act,  1922;  from  stock  life  insur¬ 
ance  companies  before  January  1,  1959, 
in  taxable  years  ending  before  such  date; 
from  corporations  which  during  their 
taxable  year  of  the  distribution  or  their 
preceding  taxable  year  were  corporations 
to  which  section  931  applies  (relating  to 
income  from  sources  within  possessions 
of  the  United  States) ;  from  corporations 
which  during  the  taxable  year  of  the  dis- 
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tribuUon  or  the  preceding  taxable  year 
are  corporations  exempt  from  tax  either 
under  section  501,  relating  to  charitable, 
etc.,  organizations,  or  under  section  521, 

relating  to  farmers’  cooperative  associa¬ 
tions. 

(ii)  So-called  dividends  paid  by  mu¬ 
tual  savings  banks,  cooperative  banks, 
and  building  and  loan  associations  which 
are  allowed  as  a  deduction  under  sec¬ 
tion  591  are  ineligible  for  the  exclusion. 

(ill)  For  special  rules  as  to  the  limi¬ 
tation  on  the  amount  of  dividends  for 
which  an  exclusion  is  allowable  in  the 
case  of  dividends  paid  by  a  regulated  in¬ 
vestment  company*,  see  section  854  and 
the  regulations  thereunder. 

(iv)  See  section  857(c)  and  paragraph 

(
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For  additional  rules  for  the  treats 

ceived  on  or  before  December  31,  1964) , 

and  35  (for  partially  tax-exempt  inter¬ 
est)  )  is  dependent  upon  the  amount  of 
any  item  of  Income  or  deduction,  such 
credit  shall  be  computed  upon  the 
amount  of  the  item  annualized  sepa¬ 
rately  in  accordance  with  the  foregoing 
rules.  The  credit  so  computed  shall  be 
treated  as  a  credit  against  the  tax  com¬ 
puted  on  the  basis  of  the  annualized  tax¬ 
able  Income.  In  any  case  in  which  a 
limitation  on  the  amount  of  a  credit  is 
based  upon  taxable  income,  taxable  in¬ 
come  shall  mean  the  taxable  income  com¬ 
puted  on  the  annualized  basis. 
•  •  •  •  • 

Par.  10.  Paragraph  (a)  of  §  1.565-3  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§1.565—3  Effect  of  consent. 

(a)  The  amount  of  the  consent  divi¬ 
dend  shall  be  considered,  for  all  purposes 
of  the  Code,  as  if  it  were  distributed  in 
money  by  the  corporation  to  the  share¬ 
holder  on  the  last  day  of  the  taxable 
year  of  the  corporation,  received  by  the 
shareholder  on  such  day,  and  immedi¬ 
ately  contributed  by  the  shareholder  as 
paid-in  capital  to  the  corporation  on 
such  day.  Thus,  the  amount  of  the  con¬ 
sent  dividend  will  be  treated  by  the 
shareholder  as  a  dividend.  The  share¬ 
holder  will  be  entitled  to  the  dividends 
received  credit  under  section  34  (for 
dividends  received  on  or  before  Decem- 

common  trust  fund  shall  be  his  proportion¬ 

ate  share  of  such  Interest  (determined  with¬ 
out  regard  to  this  sentence)  reduced  by  so 
much  of  the  deduction  under  section  171  as 

Is  attributable  to  such  share. 
•  •  •  *  • 

[Sec.  584  as  amended  by  sec.  4,  Act  of  Sept.  28 

1962  (Pub.  Law  87-772,  76  Stat.  668,  670) ;  sec’ 
201(d)(5),  Rev.  Act  1964  (78  Stat.  32)] 

Par.  12.  Section  1.584-2  is  amended  by 
revising  paragraph  (b)  (1) .  The  amend¬ 
ed  provision  reads  as  follows : 

§  1.584—2  Income  of  participants  in 
common  trust  fund. 

•  •  •  •  *  * 

(b)  (1)  Each  participant’s  proportion¬ 
ate  share  in  the  amount  of  dividends  to 
which  section  34  (for  dividends  received 
on  or  before  December  31,  1964)  or  sec¬ 
tion  116  applies  received  by  the  common 
trust  fund  shall  be  deemed  to  have  been 
received  by  such  participant  as  such 
dividends. 

Par.  13.  Section  1.642(a)  (3)  is  amended 

by  adding  a  historical  note  to  read  as follows: 
*  *  *  *  * 

[Sec.  642(a)(3)  repealed  by  sec.  201(d)(6) 
(A) ,  Rev.  Act.  1964  (78  Stat.  32)  ] 

Par.  14.  Section  1.642(a)  (3)  — 1  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows : 

§  1.642(a)  (3)— 1  Dividends  received  by 
an  estate  or  trust. 

ment  of  dividends  received  by  estates  or^ber  31,  1964)  and  the  exclusion  under 
trusts,  and.  the  allocation  of  such  divi¬ 
dends  between  an  estate  or  trust  and  the 
beneficiary  thereof,  see  sections  652  and 
662  and  the  regulations  thereunder. 

(3)  For  'treatment  of  dividends  re¬ 
ceived  by  a  partnership,  see  section  702 
and  the  regulations  thereunder. 

(4)  For  treatment  of  dividends  re¬ 
ceived  by  a  common  trust  fund,  see  sec¬ 
tion  584  and  the  regulations  thereunder. 

(f)  Time  dividends  are  received.  In 
cases  where  it  is  necessary  to  determine 
the  time  of  receipt  of  dividends  the  rules 
established  to  determine  in  which  taxable 
year  dividends  must  be  included  in  gross 
income  apply,  including  the  rules  relat¬ 
ing  to  constructive  receipt.  See  section 
451  and  regulations  thereunder. 

(g)  Special  rule  relating  to  receipt  of 
dividends  by  beneficiary  of  an  estate  or 
trust.  In  general,  dividends  are  deemed 
received  by  a  beneficiary  in  the  taxable 
year  in  which  they  are  includible  in  his 
gross  income  under  section  652  or  662. 
However,  solely  for  purposes  of  determin¬ 
ing  the  amount  of  the  exclusion  appli¬ 
cable  to  dividends  received  by  a  bene¬ 
ficiary  from  an  estate  or  trust,  the  time 
of  receipt  of  such  dividends  by  the  estate 
or  trust  is  also  considered  the  time  of 
receipt  by  the  beneficiary. 

Par.  9.  Paragraph  (b)(1)  (vi)  of  §  1.- 
443-1  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1.443—1  Returns  for  periods  of  less 
than  12  months. 

*  •  *  *  * 
<b)  Computation  of  tax  for  short  pe¬ 

riod  on  change  of  annual  accounting 
period — (1)  General  rule. 
•  •  *  •  • 

(vi)  If  the  amount  of  a  credit  against 
the  tax  (for  example,  the  credits  allow¬ 
able  under  section  34  (for  dividends  re¬ 

section  116,  or  to  the  dividends  received 
deduction  under  section  243,  with  respect 
to  such  consent  dividend.  The  basis  of 

the  shareholder’s  consent  stock  in  a  cor¬ 
poration  will  be  increased  by  the 
amount  thus  treated  in  his  hands  as  a 
dividend  which  he  is  considered  as  hav¬ 
ing  contributed  to  the  corporation  as 
paid-in  capital.  The  amount  of  the  con¬ 
sent  dividend  will  also  be  treated  as  a 
dividend  received  from  sources  within 
the  United  States  in  the  same  manner  as 
if  the  dividend  had  been  paid  in  money 
to  the  shareholders.  Among  other  effects 
of  the  consent  dividend,  the  earnings  and 
profits  of  the  corporation  will  be  de¬ 
creased  by  the  amount  of  the  consent 
dividends.  Moreover,  if  the  share¬ 
holder  is  a  corporation,  its  accumulated 
earnings  and  profits  will  be  increased  by 
the  amount  of  the  consent  dividend  with 
respect  to  which  it  makes  a  consent. 

Par.  11.  Section  1.584  is  amended  by 
revising  section  584(c)(2)  and  the  his¬ 
torical  note.  The  amended  provisions 
read  as  follows: 

§  1.584  Statutory  provisions;  common 
trust  funds. 

Sec.  584.  Common  trust  funds.  *  *  * 
(c)  Income  of  participants  in  fund.  •  •  • 
(2)  Dividends  and  partially  tax  exempt 

interest.  The  proportionate  share  of  each 
participant  in  the  amount  of  dividends  to 
which  section  116  applies,  and  In  the  amount 

of  partially  tax  exempt  Interest  on  obliga¬ 
tions  described  in  section  35  or  section  242, 
received  by  the  common  trust  fund  shall  be 
considered  for  purposes  of  such  sections  as 
having  been  received  by  such  participant. 
If  the  common  trust  fund  elects  under  sec¬ 
tion  171  (relating  to  amortizable  bond 
premium)  to  amortize  the  premium  on  such 
obligations,  for  purposes  of  the  preceding 
sentence  the  proportionate  share  of  the 
participant  of  such  interest  received  by  the 

An  estate  or  trust  is  allowed  a  credit 
against  the  tax  for  dividends  received  on 
or  before  December  31,  1964  (see  section 
34) ,  only  for  so  much  of  the  dividends  as 
are  not  properly  allocable  to  any  bene¬ 
ficiary  under  section  652  or  662.  Section 
642(a)  (3) ,  and  this  section  do  not  apply 
to  amounts  received  as  dividends  after 
December  31,  1964.  For  treatment  of  the 
credit  in  the  hands  of  the  beneficiary  see 

§  1.652  (b)-l. 
Par.  15.  Section  1.642(a)  (3)-2  is 

amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1.642(a)(3)— 2  Time  of  receipt  of 
dividends  by  beneficiary. 

In  general,  dividends  are  deemed  re¬ 
ceived  by  a  beneficiary  in  the  taxable 
year  in  which  they  are  includible  in  his 
gross  income  under  section  652  or  662. 
For  example,  a  simple  trust,  reporting 
on  the  basis  of  a  fiscal  year  ending  Octo¬ 
ber  30,  receives  quarterly  dividends  on 
November  3, 1954,  and  February  3,  May  3, 

and  August  3, 1955.  These  dividends  are 
all  allocable  to  beneficiary  A,  reporting 
on  a  calendar  year  basis,  under  section 
652  and  are  deemed  received  by  A  in 
1955.  See  section  652(c).  Accordingly, 

A  may  take  all  these  dividends  into  ac¬ 
count  in  determining  his  credit  for  divi¬ 
dends  received  under  section  34  and  his 
dividends  exclusion  under  section  116. 

However,  solely  for  purposes  of  deter¬ 
mining  whether  dividends  deemed  re¬ 
ceived  by  individuals  from  trusts  or 

estates  qualify  under  the  time  limita¬ 
tions  of  section  34(a)  or  section  116(a), 
section  642(a)  (3)  provides  that  the  time 
of  receipt  of  the  dividends  by  the  trust  or 
estate  is  also  considered  the  time  of  re¬ 
ceipt  by  the  beneficiary.  For  example,  a 
simple  trust  reporting  on  the  basis  of  a 
fiscal  year  ending  October  30  receives 
quarterly  dividends  on  December  3, 1953, 

A 
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and  March  3,  June  3,  and  September  3, 
1954.  These  dividends  are  all  allocable  to 
beneficiary  A,  reporting  on  the  calendar 

year  basis,  under  section  652  and  are 
includible  in  his  income  for  1954.  How¬ 
ever,  for  purposes  of  section  34(a)  or 
section  116(a),  these  dividends  are 
deemed  received  by  A  on  the  same  dates 
that  the  trust  received  them.  Accord¬ 

ingly,  A  may  take  into  account  in  de¬ 
termining  the  credit  under  section  34 
only  those  dividends  received  by  the  trust 
on  September  3,  1954,  since  the  dividend 

received  credit  is  not  allowed  under  sec¬ 
tion  34  for  dividends  received  before 
August  1,  1954  (or  after  December  31, 
1964).  Section  642(a)  (3)  and  this  sec¬ 
tion  do  not  apply  to  amounts  received 
by  an  estate  or  trust  as  dividends  after 
December  31,  1964.  However,  the  rules 
in  this  section  relating  to  time  of  receipt 
of  dividends  by  a  beneficiary  are  appli¬ 
cable  to  dividends  received  by  an  estate 
or  trust  prior  to  January  1,  1965,  and 
accordingly,  such  dividends  are  deemed 
to  be  received  by  the  beneficiary  (even 
though  received  after  December  31, 1964) 
on  the  same  dates  that  the  estate  or  trust 
received  them  for  purposes  of  determin¬ 
ing  the  credit  under  section  34  or  the 
exclusion  under  section  116. 

Par.  16.  Section  1.642(1)  is  amended 

by  revising  section  642  (i) ,  and  by  adding 
a  historical  note.  The  amended  and 
added  provisions  reads  as  follows: 

§  1.642 (i)  Statutory  provisions;  estates 
and  trusts;  special  rules  for  credits 
and  deductions ;  cross  references. 

Sec.  642.  Special  rules  for  credits  and  de¬ 
ductions.  *  *  * 

(1)  Cross  references.  (1)  For  disallow¬ 
ance  of  standard  deduction  in  case  of  es¬ 
tates  and  trusts,  see  section  142(b)  (4) . 

(2)  For  special  rule  for  determining  the 
time  of  receipt  of  dividends  by  a  beneficiary 
under  section  652  or  662,  see  section  116 
(c) (3). 

[Sec.  642 (i)  as  amended  by  sec.  201(d)(6) 
(B) ,  Rev.  Act  1964  (78  Stat.  32)  ] 

Par.  17.  Section  1.642(i)-l  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  1.642  (i) — 1  Cross  references. 

(a)  The  standard  deduction  is  not  al¬ 
lowed  to  estates  and  trusts  (see  section 
142(b)(4)). 

(b)  The  amount  of  dividends  properly 
allocable  to  a  beneficiary  under  section 
652  or  662  shall  be  deemed  to  have  been 
received  by  the  beneficiary  ratably  on 
the  same  date  that  the  dividends  were 
received  by  the  estate  or  trust  (see  section 
116(c)(3)). 

Par.  18.  Section  1.652(b) -1  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  1.652  (b)— 1  Character  of  amounts. 

In  determining  the  gross  income  of  a 
beneficiary,  the  amounts  includible  un- 
aer  §  1.652(a)-l  have  the  same  charac¬ 
ter  in  the  hands  of  the  beneficiary  as  in 
the  hands  of  the  trust.  For  example,  to 
the  extent  that  the  amounts  specified  in 
5  1.652(a)— 1  consist  of  income  exempt 
trom  tax  under  section  103,  such  amounts 
aie  n°l  included  in  the  beneficiary’s 
poss  income.  Similarly,  dividends  dis- tnbuted  to  a  beneficiary  retain  their 

original  character  in  the  beneficiary’s 
hands  for  purposes  of  determining  the 
availability  to  the  beneficiary  of  the 
dividends  received  credit  under  section 
34  (for  dividends  received  on  or  before 
December  31,  1964)  and  the  dividend 
exclusion  under  section  116.  The  tax 
treatment  of  amounts  determined  under 

§  1.652 (a) -1  depends  upon  the  benefici¬ 
ary’s  status  with  respect  to  them,  not 
upon  the  status  of  the  trust.  Thus,  if  a 
beneficiary  is  deemed  to  have  received 
foreign  income  of  a  foreign  trust,  the  in- 
cludibility  of  such  income  in  his  gross 
income  depends  upon  his  taxable  status 
with  respect  to  that  income. 

Par.  19.  Section  1.661  (c)-l  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  1.661(c)— 1  Limitation  on  deduction. 

An  estate  or  trust  is  not  allowed  a 
deduction  under  section  661(a)  for  any 
amount  which  is  treated  under  section 

661(b)  as  consisting  of  any  item  ̂ )f  dis¬ 
tributable  net  income  which  is  not  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  gross  income  of  the  estate 
or  trust.  For  example,  if  in  1962,  a  trust, 
which  reports  on  the  calendar  year  basis, 
has  distributable  net  income  of  $20,000, 
which  is  deemed  to  consist  of  $10,000  of 
dividends  and  $10,000  of  tax-exempt 
interest,  and  distributes  $10,000  to  bene¬ 
ficiary  A,  the  deduction  allowable  under 
section  661(a)  (computed  without  re¬ 
gard  to  section  661(c))  would  amount 
to  $10,000  consisting  of  $5,000  of  divi¬ 
dends  and  $5,000  of  tax-exempt  interest. 
The  deduction  actually  allowable  under 
section  661(a)  as  limited  by  section  661 
(c)  is  $4,975,  since  no  deduction  is  allow¬ 
able  for  the  $5,000  of  tax-exempt  inter¬ 
est  and  the  $25  deemed  distributed  out 
of  the  $50  of  dividends  excluded  under 
section  116,  items  of  distributable  net 
income  which  are  not  included  in  the 
gross  income  of  the  estate  or  trust. 

Par.  20.  Paragraph  (b)  of  §  1.683-2  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows : 

§  1.683—2  Exceptions. 
***** 

(b)  For  purposes  of  determining  the 
time  of  receipt  of  dividends  under  sec¬ 
tions  34  (for  purposes  of  the  credit  for 
dividends  received  on  or  before  Decem¬ 
ber  31,  1964)  and  116,  the  dividends 
paid,  credited,  or  to  be  distributed  to  a 
beneficiary  are  deemed  to  have  been 
received  by  the  beneficiary  ratably  on 
the  same  dates  that  the  dividends  were 
received  by  the  estate  or  trust. 
***** 

Par.  21.  Section  1.702  is  amended  by 
revising  section  702(a)(5)  and  by  add¬ 
ing  a  historical  note.  The  amended 
and  added  provisions  read  as  follows : 

§  1.702  Statutory  provisions;  income 
and  credits  of  partner. 

Sec.  702.  Income  and  credits  of  partner — 
(a)  General  rule.  In  determining  his  in¬ 
come  tax,  each  partner  shall  take  into  ac¬ 
count  separately  his  distributive  Bhare  of  the 

partnership’s — *  -  *  *  *  * 
(5)  Dividends  with  respect  to  which  there 

is  provided  an  exclusion  under  section  116 
or  a  deduction  under  part  Vm  of  subchap¬ ter  B, 

***** 

[Sec.  702  as  amended  by  sec.  201(d)  (7),  Rev. 
Act  1964  (78  Stat.  32)  ] 

Par.  22.  Section  1.702-1  is  amended  by 
revising  paragraph  (a)  (5)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1.702—1  Income  and  credits  of  part¬ 
ners. 

(a)  General  rule.  *  *  * (5)  Each  partner  shall  take  into  ac¬ 
count,  as  part  of  the  dividends  received 
by  him  from  domestic  corporations,  his 
distributive  share  of  dividends  received 

by  the  partnership,  with  respect  to  which 
the  partner  is  entitled  to  a  credit  under 
section  34  (for  dividends  received  on  or 
before  December  31,  1964),  an  exclusion 
under  section  116,  or  a  deduction  under 
part  VIII,  subchapter  B,  chapter  1  of  the 
Code. 

Par.  23.  Paragraph  (a)  (2)  of  §  1.852-4 
is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1.852—4  Method  of  taxation  of  share¬ 
holders  of  regulated  investment  com¬ 

panies. 
(a)  Ordinary  income.  *  *  * (2)  See  section  853  (b)  (2)  and  (c) 

and  paragraph  (b)  of  1  1.853-2  and 
§  1.853-3  for  the  treatment  by  share¬ 
holders  of  dividends  received  from  a  reg¬ 
ulated  investment  company  which  has 
made  an  election  under  section  853(a) 
with  respect  to  the  foreign  tax  credit. 
See  section  854  and  §§  1.854-1  through 
1.854-3  for  limitations  applicable  to  div¬ 
idends  received  from  regulated  invest¬ 
ment  companies  for  the  purpose  of  the 
credit  under  section  34  (for  dividends 
received  on  or  before  December  31,  1964) , 
the  exclusion  from  gross  income  under 
section  116,  and  the  deduction  under  sec¬ 
tion  243.  See  section  855  (b)  and  (d) 

and  paragraphs  (c)  and  (f )  of  §  1.855-1 
for  treatment  by  shareholders  of  divi¬ 
dends  paid  by  a  regulated  investment 
company  after  the  close  of  the  taxable 
year  in  the  case  of  an  election  under 
section  855(a). 
***** 

Par.  24.  Section  1.857  is  amended  by 

revising  section  857  (c)  and  the  historical 
note.  The  amended  provisions  read  as 
follows: 

§  1.857  Statutory  provisions;  taxation  of 
real  estate  investment  trusts  and  their 

beneficiaries.  - 

Sec.  857.  Taxation  of  real  estate  invest¬ 

ment  trusts  and  their  beneficiaries.  *  *  * 
(c)  Restrictions  applicable  to  dividends 

received  from  real  estate  investment  trusts. 
For  purposes  of  section  116  (relating  to  an 
exclusion  for  dividends  received  by  individ¬ 
uals)  and  section  243  (relating  to  deductions 
for  dividends  received  by  corporations),  a 
dividend  received  from  a  real  estate  invest¬ 
ment  trust  tfhich  meets  the  requirements  of 
this  part  shall  not  be  considered  as  a 
dividend. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(Sec.  857  as  added  by  sec.  10(a),  Act  of  Sept. 
14,  1960  (Pub.  Law  86-779,  74  Stat.  1006); 
as  amended  by  sec.  201(d)  (11),  Rev.  Act  1964 (78  Stat.  32)  ] 

Par.  25.  Paragraph  (d)  of  §  1.857-4  Is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1.857—4  Method  of  taxation  of  share¬ 
holders  of  real  estate  investment 
trusts. 
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(d)  Dividend  received  credit,  exclu¬ 
sion,  and  deduction  not  allowed.  Any 
dividend  received  from  a  real  estate  in¬ 
vestment  trust  which,  for  the  taxable 
year  to  which  the  dividend  relates,  is  a 
qualified  real  estate  investment  trust, 
shall  not  be  eligible  for  the  dividend  re¬ 
ceived  credit  (for  dividends  received  on 
or  before  December  31,  1964)  under  sec¬ 
tion  34(a),  the  dividend  received  exclu¬ 
sion  under  section  116,  or  the  dividend 
received  deduction  under  section  243. 

Par.  26.  Paragraph  (c)  of  S  1.876-1  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1.876-1  Alien  residents  of  Puerto  Rico. 
*  •  •  •  • 

(c)  Credits  against  tax.  The  credits 
allowed  by  section  31  (relating  to  tax 
withheld  on  wages) ,  section  32  (relating 
to  tax  withheld  at  source  on  nonresident 
aliens),  section  33  (relating  to  taxes  of 
foreign  countries),  section  34  (relating 
to  dividends  received  by  individuals)  for 
dividends  received  on  or  before  Decem¬ 
ber  31,  1964,  and  section  35  (relating  to 
partially  tax-exempt  interest)  shall  be 
allowed  against  the  tax  computed  in 
accordance  with  this  section.  No  credit 
shall  be  allowed  under  section  37  in  re¬ 
spect  of  retirement  income. 

Par,  27.  Paragraph  (b)  of  9  1.1201-1 
is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1.1201—1  Alternative  tax. 
•  •  *  •  * 

(b)  Other  taxpayers.  In  case  the  net 
long-term  capital  gain  of  a  taxpayer 
(other  than  a  corporation)  exceeds  the 
net  short-term  capital  loss,  section 
1201(b)  imposes  an  alternative  tax  in 
lieu  of  the  tax  imposed  by  sections  1  and 
511,  if  and  only  if  such  alternative  tax 
is  less  than  the  tax  imposed  by  sections 
1  and  511.  The  alternative  tax  is  not  in 
lieu  of  any  other  tax  not  specifically  set 
forth  in  section  1201(b).  The  alterna¬ 
tive  tax  is  the  sum  of — 

(1)  A  partial  tax,  computed  at  the 
rates  provided  by  sections  1  and  511  on 
the  taxable  income  reduced  by  an 
amount  equal  to  50  percent  of  the  excess 
of  the  net  long-term  capital  gain  over 
the  net  short-term  capital  loss,  plus 

(2)  25  percent  of  the  excess  of  the  net 
long-term  capital  gain  over  the  net 
short-term  capital  loss. 

See  §  1.1-3  for  rule  relating  to  the 
computation  of  the  limitation  on  tax 
under  section  1(c)  in  cases  where  the 
alternative  tax  is  imposed.  See  §  1.34- 
2(a)  for  rule  relating  to  the  computation 
of  the  dividend  received  credit  under  sec¬ 
tion  34  (for  dividends  received  on  or  be¬ 
fore  December  31,  1964) ,  and  9  1.35-1  (a) 
for  rule  relating  to  the  computation  of 
credit  for  partially  tax-exempt  interest 
under  section  35  in  cases  where  the  al¬ 
ternative  tax  is  imposed. 
***** 

Par.  28.  Section  1.1375  is  amended  by 
revising  subsection  (b)  of  section  1375 
and  the  historical  note.  The  amended 
provisions  read  as  follows: 

§  1.1375  Statutory  provisions;  special 

rules  applicable  to  distributions  of 

electing  small  business  corporations. 

Sec.  1375.  Special  rules  applicable  to  dis¬ 
tributions  of  electing  small  business  corpo¬ 
rations.  •  •  • 

(b)  Dividends  received  credit  not  allowed. 
The  amount  includible  In  the  gross  Income 
at  a  shareholder  as  dividends  from  an  elect¬ 
ing  smaU  business  corporation  during  any 
taxable  year  of  the  corporation  (Including 
any  amount  treated  as  a  dividend  under 
section  1873(b))  shall  not  be  considered  a 
dividend  for  purposes  of  section  37  or  section 
116  to  the  extent  that  such  amount  is  a  dis¬ 
tribution  of  property  out  of  earnings  and 
profits  of  the  taxable  year  as  specified  in 
section  316(a)(2).  For  purposes  of  this 
subsection,  the  earnings  and  profits  of  the 
taxable  year  shall  be  deemed  not  to  exceed 
the  corporation’s  taxable  income  (computed 
as  provided  in  section  1373(d))  for  the 
taxable  year. 

•  *  *  *  » 

[Sec.  1375  as  added  by  sec.  64(a),  Technical 
Amendments  Act  1958  (72  Stat.  1654);  as 
amended  by  sec.  201(d)  (13),  Rev.  Act  1964 
(78  Stat.  32)] 

Par.  29.  Section  1.1375-2  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  1.1375—2  Dividends  received  exclusion 
add  credit  not  allowed. 

(a)  In  general.  Under  section  1375 
(b) ,  the  amounts  includible  in  the  gross 
income  of  a  shareholder  as  dividends 
from  an  electing  small  business  corpo¬ 
ration  (including  amounts  treated  as 
dividends  under  section  1373(b) )  are  not 
considered  dividends  for  purposes  of  sec¬ 
tion  34  (dividends  received  credit  for 
dividends  received  on  or  before  Decem¬ 
ber  31,  1964),  section  37  (retirement  in¬ 
come  credit),  and  section  116  (partial 
dividend  exclusion)  to  the  extent  that 
such  amounts  are  distributions  out  of  the 
earnings  and  profits  of  the  taxable  year. 
For  purposes  of  the  preceding  sentence, 
the  earnings  and  profits  of  the  taxable 
year  are  deemed  not  to  exceed  the  corpo¬ 
ration’s  taxable  income  (as  defined  in 
section  1373(d)).  For  rules  as  to  the 
allocation  of  earnings  and  profits  of  the 
taxable  year  to  distributions  made  dur¬ 
ing  the  year,  see  paragraphs  (d)  and  (e) 

of  §  1.1373-1. 
(b)  Examples.  The  following  exam¬ 

ples  illustrate  the  application  of  section 
1375(b)  and  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
section: 

Example  (1).  An  electing  small  business 
corporation  during  the  taxable  year  1962  has 
taxable  Income  (as  defined  In  section  1378 
(d) )  and  earnings  and  profits  of  $10,000  for 
the  taxable  year  and  accumulated  earnings 
and  profits  of  $20,000  at  the  beginning  of 
the  taxable  year.  During  the  taxable  year, 
the  corporation  distributes  a  dividend  of 
$15,000  In  money.  Of  the  amount  distrib¬ 
uted,  $10,000  is  not  entitled  to  the  dividends 
received  exclusion  under  section  116  or  the 
credits  under  section  34  or  37,  since  It  Is 
paid  out  of  the  earnings  and  profits  of  the 

corporation’s  taxable  year.  The  $5,000  paid 
out  of  accumulated  earnings  and  profits  Is 
considered  a  dividend  for  purposes  of  the 
exclusion  and  credits. 
•  *  *  *  • 

Par.  30.  Paragraph  (b)  (1)  of  §  1  J.441- 
3  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1.1441—3  Exceptions  and  rules  of  spe¬ 
cial  application. 
*  *  *  *  ,  * 

(b)  Corporate  distributions — (1)  Non - 
taxable  portion.  The  tax  shall  be  with¬ 
held  at  the  source  under  9  1.1441-1  on 
the  gross  amount  of  any  distribution 
made  by  a  corporation  other  than — 

(i)  A  nontaxable  distribution  payable 
in  stock  or  stock  rights,  and 

(ii)  A  distribution  which  is  treated 
as  a  distribution  in  part  or  full  payment 
in  exchange  for  stock. 

This  rule  shall  apply  without'  regard  to any  claim  that  all  or  a  portion  of  the 
distribution  is  not  taxable  under  section 
871  or  881.  The  tax  shall  be  withheld 
on  the  gross  amount  of  the  distribution 
even  though  the  payee  may  be  entitled  / 
to  the  benefits  of  section  34,  relating  to 
the  credit  for  dividends  received  by  indi¬ 
viduals  (for  dividends  received  on  or  be¬ 
fore  December  31,  1964),  or  section  116, 
relating  to  partial  exclusion  of  dividends 
received  by  individuals.  Appropriate 
adjustment,  if  any,  will  be  made  upon  the 

payee’s  filing  of  a  claim  for  refund,  to¬ 
gether  with  appropriate  supporting  evi¬ 
dence,  in  accordance  with  paragraph  (h) 
of  this  section. 
***** 

Par.  31.  Section  1.6012-1  is  amended 
by  revising  paragraph  (a)  (7)  (iii)  (c)  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  1.6012—1  Individuals  required  to 
make  returns  of  income. 

(a)  Individual  citizen  or  resi¬ 

dent.  *  *  * 

(7)  Use  of  form  1040 A  by  certain  tax¬ 
payers  with  gross  income  less  than 

$ 10,000 .  *  •  
• 

(iii)  Credits  not  allowable.  •  *  * (c)  The  credit  provided  by  section  34 
(for  dividends  received  on  or  before 
December  31, 1964) ; 
•  •  •  •  • 

Par.  32.  Section  1.6014  Is  amended  by 
revising  subsection  (a)  of  section  6014 
and  by  adding  a  historical  note.  The 
amended  and  added  provisions  read  as 
follows: 

§  1.6014  Statutory  provisions;  income 

tax  return — tax  not  computed  by 
taxpayer. 

Sec.  6014.  Income  tax  return — tax  not  com¬ 
puted  by  taxpayer — (a)  Election  by  taxpayer. 
An  Individual  entitled  to  elect  to  pay  the  tax 

imposed  by  section  3  whose  gross  Income  Is 
less  than  $5,000  and  Includes  no  Income  other 
than  remuneration  for  services  performed 
by  him  as  an  employee,  dividends  or  interest, 
and  whose  gross  Income  other  than  wages, 
as  defined  in  section  3401  (a) ,  does  not  exceed 
$100,  shall  at  his  election  not  be  required  to 
show  on  the  return  the  tax  imposed  by  sec¬ 
tion  1.  Such  election  shall  be  made  by  using 

the  form  prescribed  for  purposes  of  this 
section  and  shall  constitute  an  election  to  pay 

the  tax  imposed  by  section  3.  In  such  case 
the  tax  shall  be  computed  by  the  Secretary  or 
his  delegate  who  shall  mall  to  the  taxpayer 
a  notice  stating  the  amount  determined  as 
payable.  In  determining  the  amount  pay¬ 
able,  the  credit  against  such  tax  provided 
for  by  section  37  shall  not  be  allowed.  In  the 
case  of  a  head  of  household  (as  defined  in 
section  1(b)  or  a  surviving  spouse  (as  defined 
in  section  2(b) )  electing  the  benefits  of  this 
subsection,  the  tax  shall  be  computed  by  the 
Secretary  or  his  delegate  without  regard  to 
the  taxpayer’s  status  as  a  head  of  household or  as  a  surviving  spouse. 

•  *  *  *  * 

[Sec.  6014  as  amended  by  sec.  201(d) (14), Rev.  Act  1964  (78  Stat.  32)  ] 

Par.  33.  Section  1.6015(0-1  is  amend¬ ed  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1.6015(c)— 1  Definition  of  estimated 
tax. 

In  the  case  of  an  individual,  the  term 
“estimated  tax”  means  the  amount  which 
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the  individual  estimates  as  the  amount  of 
the  income  tax  imposed  by  chapter  1  of 
the  Code  for  the  taxable  year,  minus  the 
amount  which  he  estimates  as  the  sum 
of-  the  credits  against  tax  provided  by 

part  IV,  subchapter  A  of  such  chapter. 
These  credits  are  those  provided  by  sec¬ 
tion  31  (relating  to  tax  withheld  on 

wages) ,  section  32  (relating  to  tax  with¬ 
held  at  source  on  nonresident  aliens  and 

foreign  corporations  and  on  tax-free 
covenant  bonds) ,  section  33  (relating  to 
foreign  taxes) ,  section  34  (relating  to  the 
credit  for  dividends  received  on  or  before 
December  31,  1964) ,  section  35  (relating 

to  partially  tax-exempt  interest),  and 
section  37  (relating  to  retirement  in¬ 
come).  An  individual  who  expects  to 
elect  to  pay  the  optional  tax  imposed  by 
section  3,  or  one  who  expects/to  elect  to 
take  the  standard  deduction  allowed  by 
section  144,  should  disregard  any  credits 
otherwise  allowable  under  sections  32, 
33,  and  35  in  computing  his  estimated  tax 
since,  if  he  so  elects,  these  credits  are 
not  allowed  in  computing  his  tax  liability. 
See  section  36. 

Par.  34.  Paragraph  (b)  (2)  of  §  1.6654- 
2  is  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

§  1.6654-2  Exceptions  to  imposition  of 
the  addition  to  the  tax  in  the  case  of 
individuals. 

*  '  •  •  *  • 

(b)  Meaning  of  terms.  *  *  * 

(

2

)

 

 

The  credits  against  tax  allowed  by 

part  
IV,  

subchapter  

A,  
chapter  

1  of  
the 

Code,  
are — (i)  In  the  case  of  the  exception  de¬ 

scribed  in  paragraph  (a)(1)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion,  the  credits  shown  on  the  return  for 
the  preceding  taxable  year, 

(ii)  In  the  case  of  the  exception  de¬ 
scribed  in  paragraph  (a)  (2)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion,  the  credits  shown  on  the  return  for 
the  preceding  taxable  year,  except  that 
if  the  amount  of  any  such  credit  would 
be  affected  by  any  change  in  rates  or 
status  with  respect  to  personal  exemp¬ 
tions,  the  credits  shall  be  determined 
by  reference  to  the  rates  and  status  ap¬ 
plicable  to  the  current  taxable  year,  and 

(iii)  In  the  case  of  the  exceptions  de¬ 
scribed  in  paragraph  (a)  (3)  and  (4) 
of  this  section,  the  credits  computed 
under  the  law  and  rates  applicable  to  the 
current  taxable  year. 

A  change  in  rate  may  be  either  a  change 
in  the  rate  of  tax,  such  as  a  change  in 
the  rate  of  the  tax  imposed  by  section  1, 
or  a  change  in  any  percentage  affecting 
the  computation  of  the  credit,  such  as  a 
change  in  the  rate  of  withholding  under 
chapter  3  of  the  Code  or  a  change  in  the 
percentage  of  dividends  received  speci¬ 
fied  in  section  34(a)  (for  dividends  re¬ 
ceived  on  or  before  December  31,  1964). 
The  application  of  the  preceding  sen¬ 
tence  may  be  illustrated  by  the  following examples: 

***** 
(Sec.  7805  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of 
1954;  68  Stat.  917;  26  UjS.C.  7805) 

Doc.  64-12899;  Piled,  Dec.  15,  1964; 8:48  am.] 

No.  244 - 3 

Title  29 — LABOR 
Chapter  V — Wage  and  Hour  Division, 

Department  of  Labor 

SUBCHAPTER  A— REGULATIONS 

PART  608 — HANDKERCHIEF,  SCARF, 
AND  ART  LINEN  INDUSTRY  IN 
PUERTO  RICO 

Wage  Rates 
Pursuant  to  section  5  of  the  Fair  Labor 

Standards  Act  of  1938,  as  amended  (29 

U.S.C.  205),  and  by  means  of  Adminis¬ 
trative  Order  No.  585  (29  F.R.  13117), 
the  Secretary  of  Labor  appointed  and 
convened  Industry  Committee  No.  68-B. 
Administrative  Order  No.  585  referred  to 

Industry  Committee  No.  68-B  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  the  minimum  wage  rate  or  rates 
to  be  paid  under  section  6(c)  of  the  Act  to 
employees  in  the  handkerchief,  scarf, 
and  art  linen  industry  in  Puerto  Rico  and 
gave  due  notice  of  the  hearing  of  the 
Committee,  as  provided  in  29  CFR  511.2. 

Subsequent  to  an  investigation  and  a 
hearing  conducted  pursuant  to  the 
notice,  the  Committee  filed  with  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  a  report  containing  its  find¬ 
ings  of  fact  and  recommendations  with 
respect  to  the  matters  referred  to  it. 
Accordingly,  as  authorized  and  re¬ 

quired  by  section  8  of  the  Fair  Labor 
Standards  Act  of  1938  (29  U.S.C.  208), 
Reorganization  Plan  No.  6  of  1950  (3 
CFR  1949-53  Comp.,  p.  1004) ,  and 
General  Order  No.  45-A  of  the  Secretary 
of  Labor  (15  F.R.  3290),  the  recommen¬ 
dations  of  Industry  Committee  No.  68-B 
are  hereinafter  published  in  this  re¬ 
vision  of  29  CFR  608.2. 

Effective  January  1, 1965,  29  CFR  608.2 
is  hereby  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  608.2  Wage  rates. 

The  handkerchief,  scarf,  and  art  linen 
industry  in  Puerto  Rico  is  divided  into 
five  separate  classifications.  Wages  at 
rates  not  less  than  those  prescribed  in 
this  section  shall  be  paid  under  section 
6(c)  of  the  Fair  Labor  Standards  Act  of 
1938  by  every  employer  to  each  of  his 
employees  in  each  of  the  classifications 
in  the  industry  who  in  any  workweek  is 
engaged  in  commerce  or  in  the  produc¬ 
tion  of  goods  for  commerce  or  is  em¬ 
ployed  in  an  enterprise  engaged  in  com¬ 
merce  or  in  the  production  of  goods  for 
commerce  as  those  terms  are  defined  in 
section  3  of  the  Act. 

(a)  Previously  covered  classifications. 
The  classifications  in  this  paragraph  (a) 
apply  to  all  activities  of  employees  in 
the  industry  to  whom  section  6  of  the 
Act  applies  without  reference  to  the  Fair 
Labor  Standards  Amendments  of  1961. 

(1)  Hand-sewing  classification,  (i) 
The  minimum  wage  for  this  classifica¬ 
tion  is  33  cents  an  hour. 

(ii)  This  classification  is  defined  as 
the  operations  of  hand-sewing  as  well  as 
hand-embroidering,  hand-embellishing, 
ornamental  stitching,  and  similar  oper¬ 
ations  involving  decorative  effects  on  all 
products  except  oblong  scarves:  Provided, 
however,  That  mending,  repairing,  sew¬ 

ing  of  labels,  tacking,  and  similar  oper¬ 
ations  on  articles  which  are  otherwise 

wholly  machine  sewn  shall  not  be  in¬ cluded. 
(2)  Other  operations  classification. 

(i)  The  minimum  wage  for  this  classifi¬ 
cation  is  59  cents  an  hour. 

(ii)  This  classification  is  defined  as 
all  operations  in  the  handkerchief,  scarf, 
and  art  linen  industry  in  Puerto  Rico, 
other  than  operations  described  in  the 
other  classifications  of  this  industry. 

(3)  Hand-sewing  on  oblong  scarves ' 
classification,  (i)  The  minimum  wage 
for  this  classification  is  77  cents  an  hour. 

(ii)  This  classification  is  defined  as 

the  operations  of  hand-sewing  as  well  as 
hand-embroidering,  hand-embellishing, 
ornamental  stitching,  and  similar  oper¬ 
ations  involving  decorative  effects  on  ob¬ 
long  scarves:  Provided,  however.  That 
mending,  repairing,  sewing  of  labels, 
tacking,  and  similar  operations  on 
articles  which  are  otherwise  wholly  ma¬ 
chine  sewn  shall  not  be  included. 

(4)  Other  ■  operations  on  oblong 
scarves  classification,  (i)  The  minimum 
wage  for  this  classification  is  93  cents 
an  hour. 

(ii)  This  classification  is  defined  as 
all  operations  on  oblong  scarves  except 
those  included  in  the  hand-sewing  on 
oblong  scarves  classification. 
-  (b)  New  coverage  classification.  (1) 

The  minimum  wage  for  this  classification 
is  77  cents  an  hour  between  January  1, 
1965  and  September  2, 1965,  and  93  cents 
an  hour  thereafter. 

(2)  This  classification  is  defined  as  all 
activities  of  employees  covered  by  sec¬ 
tion  6  of  the  Act,  only  by  reason  of  the 
Fair  Labor  Standards  Amendments  of 
1961. 

(Sec.  8,  52  Stat.  1064  as  amended;  29  U.S.C. 

208) 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  10th 

day  of  December  1964. 
Clarence  T.  Lundquist, 

Administrator. 

[P.R.  Doc.  64-12908;  Piled,  Dec.  15*  1964; 8:49  a.m.] 

PART  609 — WOMEN’S  AND  CHIL¬ 
DREN’S  UNDERWEAR  AND 
WOMEN’S  BLOUSE  INDUSTRY  IN 
PUERTO  RICO 

Wage  Rates 
Pursuant  to  section  5  of  the  Fair  Labor 

Standards  Act  of  1938  (29  U.S.C.  205), 
and  by  means  of  Administrative  Order 
No.  585  (29  F.R.  13117),  the  Secretary 
of  Labor  appointed  and  convened  Indus¬ 
try  Committee  No.  68-A.  Administra¬ 
tive  Order  No.  585  referred  to  Industry 
Committee  No.  68-A  the  question  of  the 
minimum  wage  rate  or  rates  to  be  paid 
under  section  6(c)  of  the  Act  to  em¬ 

ployees  in  the  women’s  and  children’s 
underwear  and  women’s  blouse  industry 
in  Puerto  Rico  and  gave  due  notice  of 
the  hearing  of  the  Committee,  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  29  CFR  511.2. 

Subsequent  to  an  investigation  and  a 



*?Vji  .  tAfl)  , 17812 RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

hearing  conducted  pursuant  to  the  no¬ 
tice,  the  Committee  filed  with  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  a  report  containing  its  find¬ 
ings  of  fact  and  recommendations  with 
respect  to  the  matters  referred  to  it. 

Accordingly,  as  authorized  and  re¬ 
quired  by  section  8  of  the  Fair  Labor 
Standards  Act  of  1938  (29  U.S.C.  208), 
Reorganization  Plan  No.  6  of  1950  (3 
CFR  1949-53  Comp.,  p.  1004) ,  and  Gen¬ 
eral  Order  No.  45-A  of  the  Secretary  of 
Labor  (15  FR.  3290),  the  recommenda¬ 
tions  of  Industry  Committee  No.  68-A 
are  hereinafter  published  in  these 
amendments  to  29  CFR  Part  609. 

Effective  January  1,  1965,  29  CFR 
609.2(a)  (l)(i),  <a)(2)(i),  and  (b)(1) 
are  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  609.2  Wage  rates. 
t  •  •  *  t 

(a)  Previously  covered  classifica¬ 

tions.  •  *  • (1)  Hand-sewing  classification,  (i) 
The  minimum  wage  for  this  classifica¬ 
tion  is  85  cents  an  hour. 
•  •  *  *  * 

(2)  Other  operations  classification. 
(i)  The  minimum  wage  for  this  classifi¬ 
cation  is  $1.00  an  hour. 
*  •  *  *  • 

(b)  New  coverage  classification.  (1) 
The  minimum  wage  for  this  classifica¬ 
tion  is  85  cents  an  hour  between  Janu¬ 
ary  1,  1965  and  September  2,  1965  and 
$1.00  an  hour  thereafter. 
•  •  *  •  * 

(Sec.  8,  52  Stat.  1064  as  amended;  29  U.S.C. 208) 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  10th 
day  of  December  1964. 

Clarence  T.  Lundquist, 
Administrator. 

[FR.  “Doc.  64-12909;  Filed,  Dec.  15,  1964; 8:49  a.m.] 

Labor  (15  FR.  3290),  the  recommenda¬ 
tions  of  Industry  Committee  No.  68-C 
are  hereinafter  published  in  this  revision 
of  29  CFR  611.2. 

Effective  January  1, 1965,  29  CFR  611.2 
is  revised  to  read  as  follows : 

§611.2  Wage  rates. 

The  sweater  and  knit  swimwear  in¬ 
dustry  in  Puerto  Rico  is  divided  into  two 
classifications.  Wages  at  rates  not  less 
than  those  prescribed  in  this  section 
shall  be  paid  under  section  6(c)  of  the 
Fair  Labor  Standards  Act  of  1938  by 
every  employer  to  each  of  his  employees 
in  each  of  the  classifications  in  the  in¬ 
dustry  who  in  any  workweek  is  engaged 
in  commerce  or  in  the  production  of 
goods  for  commerce  or  is  employed  in  an 
enterprise  engaged  in  commerce  or  in  the 
production  of  goods  for  commerce  as 
those  terms  are  defined  in  section  3  of 
the  Act. 

(a)  General  classification.  (1)  The 
minimum  wage  for  this  classification  is 
$1.17  an  hour. 

(2)  This  classification  is  defined  as 
all  activities  in  the  industry  except  those 
covered  by  section  6  of  the  Fair  Labor 
Standards  Act  only  by  reason  of  the  Fair 
Labor  Standards  Amendments  of  1961. 

(b)  New  coverage  classification.  (1) 
The  minimum  wage  for  this  classification 
is  $1.10  an  hour  between  January  1,  1965, 
and  September  2, 1965,  and  $1.17  an  hour 
thereafter. 

(2)  This  classification  is  defined  as  all 
activities  in  the  industry  covered  by  sec¬ 
tion  6  of  the  Fair  Labor  Standards  Act 

only  by  reason  of  the  Fair  Labor  Stand¬ 
ards  Amendments  of  1961. 

(Sec.  8,  52  Stat.  1064  as  amended;  29  TJ.S.C. 

208) 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  10th 
day  of  December  1964. 

Clarence  T.  Lundquist, 
Administrator. 

PART  611— SWEATER  AND  KNIT 
SWIMWEAR  INDUSTRY  IN  PUERTO 
RICO 

Wage  Rates 

Pursuant  to  section  5  of  the  Fair  Labor 
Standards  Act  of  1938  (29  U.S.C.  205), 
and  by  means  of  Administrative  Order 
No.  585  (29  F.R.  13117),  the  Secretary  of 
Labor  appointed  and  convened  Industry 
Committee  No.  68-C.  Administrative 
Order  No.  585  referred  to  Industry  Com¬ 
mittee  No.  68-C  the  question  of  the 
minimum  wage  rate  or  rates  to  be  paid 
under  section  6(c)  of  the  Act  to  em¬ 
ployees  in  the  sweater  and  knit  swim¬ 
wear  industry  in  Puerto  Rico  and  gave 
due  notice  of  the  hearing  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee,  as  provided  in  29  CFR  511.2. 

Subsequent  to  an  investigation  and  a 
hearing  conducted  pursuant  to  the  notice, 
the  Committee  filed  with  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  a  report  containing  its  findings  of 
fact  and  recommendations  with  respect 
to  the  matters  referred  to  it. 

Accordingly,  as  authorized  and  re¬ 
quired  by  section  8  of  the  Fair  Labor 
Standards  Act  of  1938  (29  U.S.C.  208), 
Reorganization  Plan  No.  6  of  1950  (3 
CFR  1949-53  Comp.,  p.  1004) ,  and  Gen¬ 
eral  Order  No.  45-A  of  the  Secretary  of 

[FR.  Doc.  64-12910;  Filed,  Dec.  15,  1964; 8:49  a.m.] 

Title  32— NATIONAL  DEFENSE 
Chapter  VI — Department  of  the  Navy 

SUBCHAPTER  C— PERSONNEL 

PART  721 — STANDARDS  OF 
CONDUCT 

Scope  and  purpose.  New  Part  721 
implements  Part  137  of  this  title,  as 
amended  (29  F.R.  13803),  for  the  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Navy.  Part  721  con¬ 
forms  to  Secretary  of  the  Navy  Instruc¬ 
tion  5370.2C  of  December  1,  1964,  which 
is  being  distributed  to  Navy  and  Marine 
Corps  commands  in  due  course. 

Subchapter  C  is  amended  by  adding 
the  following  new  part: 

Sec. 
721.1  Purpose. 
721.2  Definition. 

72 1 .3  Policy — general . 
721.4  Gratuities. 

721.5  Transportation  and  accommodations 
on  official  business. 

721.6  Action. 

Authority:  The  provisions  of  this  Part 
721  issued  under  R.S.  161,  sec.  5031,  70A 

Stat.  278,  as  amended,  sec.  133,  76  Stat.  517- 
5  U.S.C.  22, 10  U.S.C.  133,  5031. 

v  ‘ 

§  721.1  Purpose. 

Part  721  implements  the  standards  of 
conduct  set  forth  in  Part  137  of  this  title 
and  governing  all  personnel  in  the  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Navy. 

§  721.2  Definition. 

The  term  “Naval  personnel,”  as  used 
in  this  part,  includes  all  military  and 
civilian  personnel  of  the  Department  of 
the  Navy,  including  nonappropriated- 
fund  activities. 

§  721.3  Policy — general. 

(a)  All  persons  in  the  Department  of 
the  Navy,  military  and  civilian,  are  en¬ 
joined  to  adhere  strictly  to  the  require¬ 
ments  of  Part  137  of  this  title.  In  some 
.instances,  that  part  imposes  standards 
which  require  the  exercise  of  personal 
judgment.  It  is  imperative  that  Naval 
personnel  consider  each  such  instance 
carefully  and  be  prepared  to  account  for 
the  manner  in  which  that  judgment  is 
exercised.  This  is  particularly  true  in 
situations  which  involve  acceptance  of 
hospitality  or  favors  from  persons  who 
do,  or  seek  to  do,  business  with  the  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Navy. 

(b)  Persons  who  represent  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  in  business  dealings  with  repre¬ 
sentatives  of  industry  have  positions  of 
trust  and  grave  responsibility  which  re¬ 
quire  them  to  observe  the  highest  ethical 
standards.  Practices  which  may  be  ac¬ 
cepted  in  the  private  business  world  are 
not  necessarily  acceptable  for  Naval  per¬ 
sonnel.  Acceptance  of  favors,  gratuities, 
or  entertainment  (no  matter  how  in¬ 
nocently  tendered  or  received)  from 
those  who  have  or  seek  business  dealings 
with  the  Department  of  the  Navy  may 
be  a  source  of  embarrassment  to  the 
Department  and  to  the  Naval  personnel 
involved,  may  affect  the  objective  judg¬ 
ment  of  the  recipient,  and  may  impair 
public  confidence  in  the  integrity  of 
business  relations  between  the  Depart¬ 
ment  and  industry. 

(c)  No  person  shall  allow  himself  to  be 
placed  in  a  position  in  which  a  conflict 
of  interests  might  arise  or  might  justi¬ 
fiably  be  suspected.  Such  a  conflict  of 
interests  may  arise  or  appear  to  arise  by 
reason  of  the  acceptance  of  favors, 
gratuities,  or  entertainment  of  any  kind 

or  "by  any  other  action  which  could  in¬ 
fluence  or  be  reasonably  interpreted  as 
influencing  the  strict  impartiality  that 
must  prevail  in  all  business  relationships 
in  which  the  public  interest  is  involved. 

Favors,  gratuities,  or  entertainment  be¬ 
stowed  upon  the  families  of  Naval  per¬ 
sonnel  shall  be  considered  in  the  same 

light  as  those  bestowed  upon  Naval  per¬ sonnel. 

(d)  Where  there  is  a  reasonable  doubt 
as  to  the  propriety  of  accepting  favors, 

gratuities,  or  entertainment  or  of  attend¬ 

ing  functions  or  accepting  other  invita¬ 
tions  of  a  hospitable  nature,  Naval  per¬ sonnel  shall  refrain  therefrom. 

(e)  Special  treatment  shall  not  be  ac¬ 
corded  to  particular  individuals  or  firms 

unless  equivalent  treatment  is  also  ac¬ 
corded  to  other  individuals  or  Anns justifiably  entitled  thereto. 
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§721.4  Gratuities. 

(a)  Section  137.5  of  this  title,  relating 
to  gratuities,  is  applicable  to  Naval  per* 
sonnel  as  defined  in  S  721.2. 

(b)  Gratuities,  as  dealt  with  in  1 137.5 
of  this  title,  include  tangible  items,  in¬ 
tangible  benefits,  discounts,  tickets, 
passes,  transportation,  accommodations, 
or  hospitality,  given  or  extended  to  or  on 
behalf  of  the  recipient.  The  following 
are  not  considered  to  be  gratuities  with¬ 
in  the  meaning  of  that  section: 

(1)  Specialty  advertising  items  of 
trivial  intrinsic  value. 

(2)  Customary  exchange  of  social 
amenities  between  personal  friends  and 
relatives  when  motivated  by  such  rela¬ 
tionship  and  extended  on  a  personal 
basis. 

(3)  Things  available  impersonally  to 
the  general  public,  such  as  a  free  ex¬ 
hibition  by  a  defense  contractor  at  a 

World’s  Fair. 
(4)  Trophies,  entertainment,  rewards 

and  prizes  given  to  competitors  in  con¬ 
tests  which  are  open  to  the  public  or 
which  are  officially  approved  for  partici¬ 

pation  by  Naval  personnel.’ (5)  Transactions  between  and  among 
relatives  which  are  personal  and  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  relationship. 

(6)  Social  activities  engaged  in  by  of¬ 
ficials  of  the  Department  and  officers  in 
command  or  their  representatives  with 
local  civilian  leaders  as  part  of  com¬ 
munity  relations  programs. 

(7)  Contractor-provided  local  trans¬ 
portation  while  on  official  business  and 
when  alternative  arrangements  are 
clearly  impractical. 

(8)  Civic  and  community  relations 
activities  of  Naval  personnel  where  the 
relationship  with  a  defense  contractor 
can  reasonably  be  characterized  as  re¬ 
mote,  for  example,  participation  in  a 
Little  League  or  Community  Chest  report 
luncheon  which  is  subsidized  by  a  concern 
doing  business  with  a  Naval  activity. 

(

c

)

 

 

Section  137.5(a)(1)  of  this  title 
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is  prohibited. 

<d)  Section  137.5(a)  (2)  of  this  title 
permits  the  participation  of  Naval  per¬ 
sonnel  in  certain  activities  at  the  ex¬ 
pense  of  individual  defense  contractors 
where  the  interests  of  the  Government 
will  be  served.  In  addition  to  the  events 
there  enumerated,  permission  for  such 
participation  also  includes  the  dedica- 
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tion  or  opening  of  major  buildings  or 
facilities,  the  unveiling  of  new  aircraft, 
and  the  like,  and  the  customary  related 
social  activities. 

(e)  When,  in  the  exercise  of  sound 
judgment.  Naval  personnel  determines 

that  the  Government’s  interest  would  be 
served  by  participation  in  activities, 
other  than  those  within  the  purview  of 
§  137.5(a)  (1)  and  (2)  of  this  title  as  im¬ 
plemented  by  this  part,  such  person  may 
participate  in  such  activity.  However,  if 
he  accepts  any  favor,  gratuity,  or  enter¬ 
tainment  directly  or  indirectly  from  any 
person,  firm,  corporation  or  other  entity- 
which  is  engaged  or  is  endeavoring  to  en¬ 
gage  in  business  transactions  with  the 
Department  of  Defense,  a  report  of  such 
acceptance  shall  be  made  in  writing 
within  48  hours  to  his  commanding  offi¬ 
cer  or  the  chief  or  head  of  his  bureau 
or  office,  or  their  designee,  for  review  and 
disposition.  The  report  will  identify  the 
favor,  gratuity  or  entertainment,  when 
and  where  and  from  whom  received,  and 
will  describe  the  circumstances.  Each 
individual  is  expected  to  use  sound  judg¬ 
ment  in  determining  initially  whether 
his  conduct  in  a  given  case  falls  within 
the  contemplation  of  §  137.5(a)  (1),  (2), 
or  (3)  of  this  title  as  implemented  by 
this  part  and  to  take  personal  responsi¬ 
bility  for  making  a  report  when  required. 

§  721.5  Transportation  and  accommo¬ 
dations  on  official  business. 

Naval  personnel  on  official  business 
may  not,  except  as  provided  in  §  721.4(b) 
(7),  accept  contractor-provided  trans¬ 
portation  or  overnight  accommodations 
in  connection  with  such  official  business 
if  Government  transportation  or  quar¬ 
ters,  or  regular  commercial  transporta¬ 
tion  or  commercial  overnight  accommo¬ 
dations,  are  reasonably  available. 
Where,  however,  the  over-all  Govern¬ 
ment  interest  would  be  served  by  accept¬ 
ance  by  Naval  personnel  of  such  trans¬ 
portation  or  accommodations  in  specific 
cases,  the  chief  or  head  of  a  bureau  or 
office  or  his  principal  assistant  may  au¬ 
thorize  it. 

§  721.6  Action. 

(a)  The  Under  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
is  assigned  responsibility  for  the  coordi¬ 
nation  of  action  relating  to  standards  of 
conduct  of  Naval  personnel. 

(b)  With  respect  to  the  disqualifica¬ 
tion  procedure  set  forth  in  §  137.12(a)  (4) 
of  this  title,  the  official  in  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Navy  authorized  to  make  a 
determination  pursuant  to  Title  18, 
United  States  Code,  section  208(b) ,  shall 
be  the  head  of  the  bureau,  office,  or  ac¬ 
tivity  in  which  the  officer  or  employee 
concerned  is  assigned  for  duty. 

(c)  The  Comptroller  of  the  Navy  shall 
advise  all  Regular  Navy  retired  officer 
personnel  of  the  continuing  requirement 
for  submitting  a  Statement  of  Employ¬ 
ment  and  provide  DD  Form  1357  for  that 
purpose.  The  Commandant  of  the  Mar¬ 
ine  Corps  shall  provide  similar  assist¬ 
ance  to  Regular  Marine  Corps  retired 
officer  personnel. 

(d)  The  Chief  of  Naval  Personnel  or 
the  Commandant  of  the  Marine  Corps, 
as  appropriate,  shall  provide  all  regular 
officer  personnel  retiring  hereafter  with 
instructions  for  filing  DD  Form  1357 
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within  30  days  after  retiring  and  as  their 
employment  status  changes. 

(e)  The  Comptroller  of  the  Navy  or 
the  Commandant  of  the  Marine  Corps, 
as  appropriate,  shall  review  all  State¬ 
ments  of  Employment  filed  by  retired 
officers  of  the  Regular  Navy  and  Marine 
Corps  to  ensure  compliance  with  appli¬ 
cable  laws  and  regulations. 

(f)  The  Chief  of  Industrial  Relations 
shall  incorporate  the  provisions  of  Part 
137  of  this  title  concerning  advisers  and 
consultants  in  appropriate  Navy  Civilian 
Personnel  Instructions.  He  is  also  desig¬ 
nated  the  officer  to  coordinate  the  classi¬ 

fication  of  employees  as  “full  time”  or 
“part  time”  as  required  by  paragraph  (d) 
of  the  President’s  Memorandum  of  May 
2, 1963,  28  FJt.  4539  at  page  4541  (3  CFR, 
1959-1963  Comp.  p.  834,  at  p.  837). 

(g)  The  Judge  Advocate  General  and 
the  General  Counsel  of  the  Navy  shall 
provide  legal  advice,  within  their  respec¬ 
tive  areas  of  jurisdiction,  with  regard 
to  any  questions  which  may  arise  under 
this  part.  In  addition,  the  Judge  Advo¬ 
cate  General  and  the  General  Counsel 
of  the  Navy  are  designated  as  the  legal 
officers  who  shall  review  Statements  of 
Employment  and  Financial  Interests 
filed  by  advisers  and  consultants.  The 
General  Counsel  shall  review  statements 
submitted  by  advisers  and  consultants 
employed  in  matters  involving  logistics 
and  procurement,  property  disposition, 
and  other  matters  under  the  assigned 
jurisdiction  of  the  General  Counsel.  The 
Judge  Advocate  General  shall  review 
statements  submitted  by  advisers  and 
consultants  employed  in  respect  to  all 
other  matters. 

(h)  All  Chiefs  and  heads  of  bureaus 
and  offices  and  all  commanding  officers 
shall  disseminate  SECNAV  Instruction 
5370. 2C  (incorporated  in  this  part)  with¬ 
in  their  organizations  or  commands, 
shall  ensure  that  Naval  personnel  within 
their  organizations  or  commands  are 
familiar  with  its  provisions,  and  shall 
arrange  for  informing  new  personnel  of 
its  provisions.  Periodically,  they  shall 
utilize  the  opportunity  afforded  by  staff 
meetings  to  direct  attention  to  the  poli¬ 
cies  set  forth  in  that  Instruction,  and 
they  shall  bring  these  policies  to  the 
attention  of  all  personnel  at  least  semi¬ 
annually.  Individuals  requiring  advice 
on  the  application  of  that  Instruction  to 
a  particular  case  should  consult  the  legal 
office  providing  legal  service  to  their 
command  or  organization. 

(i)  The  Chief  of  Naval  Material  is 
directed  to  transmit  a  copy  of  SECNAV 
Instruction  5370.2C  (incorporated  in  this 

part)  to  the  principal  officer  of  each  con¬ 
tractor  doing  significant  business  with 
the  Navy,  together  with  a  request  that 
the  policies  stated  therein  be  brought  to 
the  attention  of  the  appropriate  con¬ 
tractor  personnel.  Chiefs  and  heads  of 
bureaus  and  offices,  commanding  officers, 
and  other  senior  officials  shall  periodi¬ 
cally  utilize  the  opportunity  afforded  by 
conferences  with  representatives  of  in¬ 
dustry  to  direct  attention  to  the  policies 
set  forth  in  that  Instruction. 

( j )  Corrective  measures,  including  dis¬ 
ciplinary  action  when  appropriate,  shall 
be  taken  whenever  it  is  determined  that 
there  has  been  a  violation  of  SECNAV 
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Instruction  5370.2C  (incorporated  in  this 
part). 

By  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy. 

[seal]  Wilfred  Hearn, 
Rear  Admiral,  U.S.  Navy,  Judge 

Advocate  General  of  the  Navy. 

December  10,  1964. 

[FH.  Doc.  64-12875;  Filed.  Dec.  15,  1064; 
8:47  a.m.] 

Title  50— WILDLIFE  AND 
FISHERIES 

Chapter  I — Bureau  of  Sport  Fisheries 
and  Wildlife,  Fish  and  Wildlife 

Service,  Department  of  the  Interior 

PART  33 — SPORT  FISHING 

Rice  Lake  and  Tamarac  National 

Wildlife  Refuges,  Minnesota 

The  following  special  regulation  is 
issued  and  is  effective  on  date  of  publi¬ 
cation  in  the  Federal  Register. 

§  33.5  Special  regulations;  sport  fish¬ 
ing;  for  individual  wildlife  refuge 
areas. 

Minnesota 

RICE  LAKE  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Sport  fishing  on  the  Rice  Lake  Na¬ 
tional  Wildlife  Refuge,  Minnesota,  is  per¬ 
mitted  only  on  the  areas  designated  by 
signs  as  open  to  fishing.  This  posted 
area  comprising  5,000  acres  or  100  per¬ 
cent  of  the  refuge  water  area  is  delin¬ 
eated  on  a  map  available  at  the  refuge 
headquarters  and  from  the  office  of  the 
Regional  Director,  Bureau  of  Sport 
Fisheries  and  Wildlife,  1006  West  Lake 
Street,  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  55408.  Sport 
fishing  shall  be  in  accordance  with  all 
applicable  State  regulations  subject  to 
the  following  special  conditions: 

(1)  The  open  season  for  sport  fishing 
on  the  refuge  extends  from  date  of  this 
publication  through  February  15,  1965, 
during  daylight  hours  only. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  fishing  on  wildlife  areas  generally 
which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50,  Part  33, 
and  are  effective  through  February  15, 
1965. 

TAMARAC  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Sport  fishing  on  the  Tamarac  National 
Wildlife  Refuge,  Minnesota,  is  permitted 
only  on  the  areas  designated  by  signs  as 
open  to  fishing.  This  posted  area  com¬ 
prising  9,300  acres  or  60  percent  of  the 
total  refuge  water  area  is  delineated  on 
a  map  available  at  the  refuge  headquar¬ 
ters  and  from  the  office  of  the  Regional 
Director,  Bureau  of  Sport  Fisheries  and 
Wildlife,  1006  West  Lake  Street,  Minne¬ 
apolis,  Minn.,  55408.  Sport  fishing  shall 
be  in  accordance  with  all  applicable 
State  regulations  subject  to  the  follow¬ 
ing  special  condition: 

(1)  The  open  season  for  sport  fishing 
on  the  refuge  extends  from  date  of  this 
publication  through  February  15,  1965, 
during  daylight  hours  only. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  fishing  on  wildlife  areas  generally 
which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50,  Part  33, 
and  are  effective  through  February  15, 
1965. 

R.  W.  Burwell, 
Regional  Director,  Bureau  of 

Sport  Fisheries  and  Wildlife. 
December  8, 1964. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-12869;  Filed,  Dec.  15,  1964; 8:46  ajn.] 

PART  33 — SPORT  FISHING 

Horicon  and  Necedah  National 

Wildlife  Refuges,  Wisconsin 

The  following  special  regulation  is  is¬ 
sued  and  is  effective  on  date  of  publica¬ 
tion  in  the  Federal  Register. 

§  33.5  Special  regulations;  sport  fish¬ 
ing;  for  individual  wildlife  refuge 
areas. 

Wisconsin 

HORICON  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Sport  fishing  on  the  Horicon  National 
Wildlife  Refuge,  Wisconsin,  or  an  area 
comprising  250  acres  or  1.2  percent  of 
the  total  water  area  of  this  refuge  is  per¬ 
mitted  only  on  the  areas  designated  by 
signs  as  open  to  fishing.  The  open  area 
is  delineated  on  a  map  available  at  the 
refuge  headquarters  and  from  the  office 
of  the  Regional  Director,  Bureau  of  Sport 
Fisheries  and  Wildlife,  1006  West  Lake 
Street,  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  55408.  Sport 
fishing  shall  be  in  accordance  with  all 
applicable  State  regulations  subject  to 
the  following  condition: 

(1)  Open  season:  Daylight  hours  De¬ 
cember  15, 1964,  through  March  15,  1965. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  fishing  on  wildlife  areas  generally, 
which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  Part  33,  and  are 
effective  through  March  15, 1965. 

NECEDAH  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Sport  fishing  on  the  Necedah  National 
Wildlife  Refuge,  Wisconsin,  or  an  area 
comprising  500  acres  or  10  percent  of  the 
total  water  area  of  this  refuge  is  per¬ 
mitted  only  on  the  areas  designated  by 
signs  as  open  to  fishing.  The  open  area 
is  delineated  on  a  map  available  at  the 
refuge  headquarters  and  from  the  office 
of  the  Regional  Director,  Bureau  of  Sport 
Fisheries  and  Wildlife,  1006  West  Lake 
Street,  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  55408.  Sport 
fishing  shall  be  in  accordance  with  all 
applicable  State  regulations  subject  to 
the  following  condition: 

(1)  Open  season:  Daylight  hours  De¬ 
cember  15,  1964  through  March  15,  1965. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  fishing  on  wildlife  areas  generally, 
which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  Part  33,  and  are 
effective  through  March  15,  1965. 

R.  W.  Burwell, 

Regional  Director,  Bureau  of 
Sport  Fisheries  and  Wildlife. 

December  8, 1964. 

[FJt.  Doc.  64-12870;  Filed,  Dec.  15,  1964; 8:46  a.m.] 

PART  33— SPORT  FISHING 

Union  Slough  National  Wildlife 
Refuge,  Iowa 

The  following  special  regulation  is 
issued  and  is  effective  on  date  of  pub¬ 
lication  in  the  Federal  Register. 

§  33.5  Special  regulations ;  sport  fish¬ 
ing;  for  individual  wildlife  refuge 
area. 

Iowa 
union  slough  national  wildlife  refuge 

Sport  fishing  on  the  Union  Slough  Na¬ 
tional  Wildlife  Refuge,  Iowa,  is  permitted 
only  on  the  area  designated  by  signs  as 
open  to  fishing.  This  open  area  compris¬ 
ing  6  acres  or  one  percent  of  the  total 
water  area  of  the  refuge  is  delineated  on 
a  map  available  at  refuge  headquarters 
and  from  the  office  of  the  Regional  Di¬ 
rector,  Bureau  of  Sport  Fisheries  and 
Wildlife,  1006  West  Lake  Street,  Minne¬ 
apolis,  Minn.,  55408.  Sport  fishing  shall 
be  in  accordance  with  all  applicable  State 
regulations  subject  to  the  following 
special  condition: 

(1)  The  open  season  for  sport  fishing 
on  the  refuge  extends  from  January  2, 
1965  through  March  15, 1965  during  day¬ 
light  hours  only. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  fishing  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50, 
Part  33,  and  are  effective  through  March 

15,  1965. 
R.  W.  Burwell, 

Regional  Director,  Bureau  of 
Sport  Fisheries  and  Wildlife. 

December  8,  1964. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-12868;  Filed,  Dec.  15,  1964; 
8:46  a.m.] 

Title  7— AGRICULTURE 
Chapter  IX — Agricultural  Marketing 

Service  (Marketing  Agreements 
and  Orders;  Fruits,  Vegetables, 

Tree  Ndts),  Department  of  Agricul¬ ture 

[Navel  Orange' Reg.  62,  Amdt.  1] 

PART  907  — NAVEL  ORANGES 

GROWN  IN  ARIZONA  AND  DESIG¬ 
NATED  PART  OF  CALIFORNIA 

Limitation  of  Handling 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  907,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 

907  ;  27  F.R.  10087),  regulating  the  han¬ 
dling  of  Navel  oranges  grown  in  Arizona 

and  designated  part  of  California,  ef¬ 
fective  under  the  applicable  provisions 
of  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agree¬ 
ment  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C. 

601-674) ,  and  upon  the  basis  of  the  rec¬ 
ommendation  and  information  sub¬ 

mitted  by  the  Navel  Orange  Administra¬ 
tive  Committee,  established  under  the 
said  amended  marketing  agreement  and 

order,  and  upon  other  available  infor¬ 
mation,  it  is  hereby  found  that  the  lim¬ 
itation  of  handling  of  such  Navel  oranges 

as  hereinafter  provided  will  tend  to  ef- 
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fectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 

(2)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the 

public  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 

engage  in  public  rule-making  proce¬ 

dure,  and  postpone  the  effective  date  of 

this  amendment  until  30  days  after  pub¬ 

lication  hereof  in  the  Federal  Register 

(5  U.S.C.  1001-1011)  because  the  time 

intervening  between  the  date  when  in¬ 

formation  upon  which  this  amendment 

is  based  became  available  and  the  time 

when  this  amendment  must  become 

effective  in  order  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  act  is  insufficient, 
and  this  amendment  relieves  restriction 
on  the  handling  of  Navel  oranges  grown 

in  Arizona  and  designated  part  of  Cali¬ 
fornia. 

(b)  Order,  as  amended.  The  provi¬ 
sions  in  paragraph  (b)  (1)  (i)  of  §  907.362 
(Navel  Orange  Regulation  62,  29  F.R. 
16315)  are  hereby  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  907.362  Navel  Orange  Regulation  62. 
*  *  *  •  * 

(b)  *  *  * 

(1)  *  *  • (i)  District  1 : 1,600,000  cartons. 
***** 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  December  11, 1964. 

Paul  A.  Nicholson, 

Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Veg¬ 
etable  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-12877;  Piled,  Dec.  15,  1964; 
8:47  a.m.] 

Chapter  X — Agricultural  Marketing 
Service  (Marketing  Agreements 
and  Orders;  Milk),  Department  of 
Agriculture 

[Milk  Order  No.  136] 

PART  1136— MILK  IN  GREAT  BASIN 
MARKETING  AREA 

Order  Suspending  Certain  Provisions 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Ag¬ 
ricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601  et  seq.) , 
and  of  the  order  regulating  the  handling 
of  milk  in  the  Great  Basin  marketing 
area  (7  CFR  Part  1136),  it  is  hereby 
found  and  determined  that: 

a.  The  following  provisions  of  the  order 
no  longer  tend  to  effectuate  the  declared 

policy  of  the  Act  for  the  period  January 

1, 1965,  through  July  31, 1965. 

'  FEDERAL  REGISTER 

In  §  1136.11(a)  the  following  provi¬ 
sions: 

1.  “50  percent  in  the  months  of  August 

through  March  and” 
2.  “in  other  months” 
3.  “producer  milk  diverted  therefrom 

by  the  plant  operator”. The  suspension  of  these  provisions  will 
result  in  §  1136.11(a)  reading  as  follows: 

§1136.11  Pool  plant. 
***** 

(a)  An  approved  plant,  except  the 
plant  of  a  producer-handler  as  described 
in  §  1136.8,  from  which  during  the 
month  there  is  disposed  of  on  routes 
fluid  milk  products  equal  to  not  less  than 
40  percent  of  the  receipts  during  the 
month  at  such  plant  of  producer  milk 
and  receipts  at  the  plant  of  fluid  milk 
products  from  plants  described  pursuant 
to  paragraph  (b)  of  this  section,  and 
there  are  disposed  of  on  routes  in  the 
marketing  area  fluid  milk  products  equal 
to  not  less  than  15  percent  of  the  total 
fluid  milk  product  disposition  from  the 
plant  on  routes:  Provided,  That  if  a 
handler  operates  more  than  one  ap¬ 
proved  plant,  the  combined  receipts  and 
disposition  of  any  of  such  plants  may  be 
used  as  the  basis  for  qualifying  the  re¬ 
spective  plants  pursuant  to  the  preced¬ 
ing  computations  specified  in  this  para¬ 
graph  if  the  handler  in  writing  so  re¬ 
quests  the  market  administrator:  And 
provided  further,  That  any  approved 
plant  from  which  the  total  route  dis¬ 
position  of  fluid  milk  products  is  to  in¬ 
dividuals  or  institutions  for  charitable 
purposes  and  is  without  remuneration 
from  such  individuals  or  institutions 
shall  not  qualify  as  a  pool  plant  pursuant 
to  this  paragraph. 
***** 

b.  Notice  of  proposed  rule  making, 
public  procedure  thereon,  and  30  days 
notice  of  the  effective  date  hereof  are 
impractical,  unnecessary,  and  contrary 
to  the  public  interest  in  that: 

1.  This  suspension  order  does  not  re¬ 
quire  of  persons  affected  substantial  or 
extensive  preparation  prior  to  the  ef¬ 
fective  date. 

2.  This  suspension  order  is  necessary 
to  reflect  current  marketing  conditions 
and  to  maintain  orderly  marketing  con¬ 
ditions  in  the  marketing  area. 

3.  The  suspension  order  will  reduce  for 
the  months  of  January  through  July  1965 
requirements  for  pool  plant  qualification 
of  distributing  plants.  The  order  pro¬ 
vides  that  50  percent  of  receipts  of  pro¬ 
ducer  milk,  including  milk  diverted  by 
the  plant  operator,  but  excluding  pool 
milk  receipts  for  which  another  coopera- 
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tive  association  is  the  handler,  must  be 
disposed  of  on  routes  during  August 
through  March  and  40  percent  in  all 
other  months.  This  action  reduces  the 
percentage  requirement  to  40  percent  for 
all  months  and  eliminates  producer  milk 
diverted  to  nonpool  plants  from  the 
computation. 

Proponents  state  that  the  conditions 
which  necessitated  suspension  of  the 
same  provisions  during  the  calendar  year 
1964  continue  to  exist  and  will  con¬ 
tinue  during  the  foreseeable  future.  The 
merger  of  two  cooperative  associations, 
Weber  Central  Dairy  Association  and 
Federated  Milk  Producers  Association, 
on  January  1,  1964,  has  made  it  diffi¬ 
cult,  if  not  impossible,  for  such  associa¬ 
tion  to  meet  the  present  requirements 
necessary  to  maintain  pool  plant  status 
for  all  its  plants  which  have  been  pool 
plants  in  the  past.  This  is  due  to  the 
fact  that  certain  milk  for  which  one  of 
the  associations  comprising  the  merger 
had  heretofore  been  the  handler  when 
such  milk  was  delivered  to  or  diverted 

from  a  plant  operated  by  the  other  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  merger  has  now  become  pro¬ 
ducer  milk  of  the  merged  association. 
The  present  pool  plant  standards  were 
based  on  these  associations  operating  as 
separate  units,  but  with  the  merger  of 
the  associations  these  provisions  no 
longer  achieve  the  results  intended. 

4.  This  suspension  action  is  based  on 
a  request  by  Federated  Dairy  Farms,  Inc., 
the  merged  association,  and  Hi-Land 
Dairyman’s  Association.  Members  of 
these  two  cooperative  associations  sup¬ 
ply  in  excess  of  90  percent  of  the  fluid 
milk  requirements  of  handlers  in  the 
Great  Basin  marketing  area.  The  sus¬ 
pension  will  permit  dairy  farmers  who 
have  supplied  the  fluid  requirements  of 
the  market  to  continue  as  producers  un¬ 
der  the  order.  These  associations  have 
also  proposed  amendments  to  the  pool 
plant  standards.  The  period  of  suspen¬ 
sion  will  provide  opportunity  for  con¬ 
sideration  of  amendment  action  based 
on  a  public  hearing. 

Therefore,  good  cause  exists  for  mak¬ 
ing  this  order  effective  January  1,  1965. 

It  is  therefore  ordered,  That  the  afore¬ 
said  provisions  of  the  order  are  hereby 
suspended  for  the  period  January  1, 1965, 
through  July  31,  1965. 

Effective  date:  January  1, 1965. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  De¬ 
cember  11,  1964. 

George  L.  Mehren, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-12878;  Filed,  Dec.  15,  1964; 8:47  a.m.] 



Proposed  Rule  Making 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service 

[  7  CFR  Part  26  1 

WHEAT 

Proposed  Official  Grain  Standards 

Pursuant  to  section  4  of  the  Admin- 
Istrative  Procedure  Act  (5  U.S.C.  1003), 
notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  United 
States  Department  of  Agriculture  has 
under  consideration  a  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  of  S  26.127(a)  of  the  Official  Grain 
Standards  of  the  United  States  for 
Wheat  (7  CFR  26.101  et  seq.)  promul¬ 
gated  under  authority  of  the  United 
States  Grain  Standards  Act,  39  Stat. 
482,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  71  et  seq.). 
The  United  States  Grain  Standards 

Act  requires  that  public  notice  be  given 
of  any  amendment  of  the  standards  not 
less  than  90  days  in  advance  of  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  such  amendment.  If  said 
§  26.127(a)  is  amended,  it  is  the  intent 
that  the  amendment  will  be  made  effec¬ 
tive  on  or  about  June  1,  1965. 

Public  hearings  will  not  be  held,  but 
all  persons  who  desire  to  submit  written 
data,  views,  or  recommendations  in  con¬ 
nection  with  this  proposal  shall  file  the 
same  in  quadruplicate  with  the  Hearing 
Clerk,  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture, 
Room  112,  Administration  Building, 
Washington,  D.C.,  20250,  not  later  than 
January  15,  1965.  All  written  submis¬ 
sions  made  pursuant  to  this  notice  will 
be  made  available  for  public  inspection 
at  the  office  of  the  Hearing  Clerk  during 
regular  business  hours  (7  CFR  1.27(b)). 
Statement  of  considerations.  The 

wheat  standards  were  last  revised  to  be¬ 
come  effective  June  1,  1964,  Among  the 
changes  was  the  establishment  of  grade 
limits  for  contrasting  classes.  Shortly 
after  the  1964- wheat  harvest  began  in 
the  Pacific  Northwest,  complaints  on  the 
downgrading  of  wheat  because  of  con¬ 
trasting  classes  were  received.  At  the 
request  of  wheat  growers  and  others,  the 
Department  conducted  a  series  of  meet¬ 
ings  in  Idaho,  Oregon,  and  Washington 
during  September  to  discuss  the  effect 
of  the  revised  wheat  standards.  The 
problem  was  found  to  be  acute  in  White 
Wheat  in  a  few  counties  in  Idaho,  Ore¬ 
gon,  and  Washington,  where  both  White 
Wheat  and  Hard  Red  Winter  Wheat  are 
grown  on  the  same  or  adjacent  farms. 

Information  from  inspection  records 
has  been  analyzed  to  appraise  the  effect 
of  the  contrasting  classes  limitation  on 
the  grades  of  White  Wheat  in  the  Pa¬ 
cific  Northwest.  Most  of  the  inspections 

were  on  farmers’  wheat  at  time  of  de¬ 
livery  to  country  elevators.  The  results 
of  about  14,000  inspections  performed 
between  July  15  and  August  27,  1964, 
were  as  follows: 
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Gbade  or  White  Wheat  Based  onlt  on  Contrasting  Classes 

Actual  grade  of  1904  crop 
Adjusted  grade  of  1964  crop  under 

proposed  revision 
Grade 

Idaho Oregon Washington Idaho 

Oregon 

Washington 

1 1 2 

3  ' 

4 £ 6 

No.  1 . 
No.  2 . 
No.  3  or  lower. . 

Percent 92 
1 
7 

Percent 92 
1 
7 

-  Percent 

93 

2 
5 

Percent 

94 

3 
8 

Percent 

94 

3 
3 

Percent 

95 
2 
3 

Total . 

100 100 

100 

100 100 

100 

A  recent  survey  of  the  flour  milling  in¬ 
dustry  indicates  that  the  presence  of 
contrasting  classes  in  wheat  up  to  about 
1.0  percent  cannot  usually  be  detected 
in  the  quality  of  the  final  product  made 
from  the  wheat.  The  experience  of  the 
milling  industry  in  regard  to  contrasting 
classes  is  supported  by  experimental 
research  by  some  State  agricultural 
experiment  stations,  and  the  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture.  The  limited  re¬ 
search  that  has  been  done  by  these  agen¬ 
cies  indicates  that  the  quality  of  the  end 
product  from  wheat  is  affected  by  con¬ 
trasting  classes  only  when  present  in 
quantities  above  about  1.0  percent. 

Because  of  the  above  circumstances  it 

was  decided  to  propose  that  the  percent¬ 
age  of  contrasting  classes  in  grades  No. 

Minim  am 

test  weight 

per  bushel 

1,  No.  2,  and  No.  3  be  changed  from  0.5, 
1.0,  and  2.0  percent  to  1.0,  2.0,  and  3.0 
percent,  respectively. 

The  proposed  amendment  is  as  follows: 

In  §  26.127(a)  under  the  factor  “con¬ 
trasting  classes’’  the  percentages  for 
grades  No.  1,  No.  2,  and  No.  3  would  be 
changed  from  0.5,  1.0,  and  2.0  to  1.0,  2.0, 
and  3.0,  respectively. 

Section  26.127(a)  would  then  read  as 
follows: 

§  26.127  Numerical  grades  and  sample 

grade  and  grade  requirements. 

(a)  Numerical  grades  and  sample 
grade  and  grade  requirements  for  all 
classes  of  wheat  except  mixed  wheat. 
(See  also  §  26.128.) 

Maximum  limits  of— 

Wheat  of  other 

classes* 

Hard 
Red 

Spring 
Wheat 

AU 

other 
classes 

Heat- 

damaged 

kernels 

Damaged 

kernels 

(total) 

Foreign 

material 

Shrunken 

and 

broken kernels 
Defects 
(total) 

Con¬ 

trasting 

classes 

Pounds Pounds Percent Percent 
Percent Percent 

Percent Percent 
58.0 

60.0 

0.1 

2.0 0.5 

3.0 3.0 1.0 

67.0 
68.0 

0.2 

4.0 1.0 5.0 5.0 

2.0 65.0 66.0 
0.5 7.0 2.0 8.0 8.0 3.0 

63.0 64.0 

1.0 

10.0 3.0 
12.0 12.0 

10.0 

60.0 
51.0 

3.0 

15.0 
5.0 

20.0 20.0 

10.0 

*  Red  Durum  Wheat  of  any  grade  may  contain  not  more  than  10.0  percent  of  wheat  of  other  classes. 

Sample  grade:  Sample  grade  shall  be  wheat 
which  does  not  meet  the  requirements  for 

any  of  the  grades  from  No.  1  to  No.  5  inclu¬ 
sive;  or  which  contains  stones;  or  which  is 
musty,  or  sour,  or  heating;  or  which  has  any 

commercially  objectionable  foreign  odor  ex¬ 
cept  of  smut  or  garlic;  or  which  contains  a 
quantity  of  smut  so  great  that  any  one  or 
more  of  the  grade  requirements  cannot  be 
applied  accurately;  or  which  is  otherwise  of 
distinctly  low  quality. 

Dane  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  10th 
day  of  December  1964. 

G.  R.  Grange, 

Deputy  Administrator, 
Marketing  Services. 

[FJR.  Doc.  64-12879;  Filed,  Dec.  15,  1964; 8:47  am.) 

[7  CFR  Parts  1047,  10491 

[Docket  Nos.  AO— 319— A5,  AO-33-A30] 

MILK  IN  INDIANAPOLIS,  INDIANA, 
AND  FORT  WAYNE,  INDIANA, 
MARKETING  AREAS 

Decision  on  Proposed  Amendments  to 
Tentative  Marketing  Agreements and  to  Orders 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601  et  seq  ), 
and  the  applicable  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  governing  the  formulation  of 
marketing  agreements  and  marketing 

orders  (7  CFR  Part  900) ,  a  public  hear- 
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ing  was  held  at  Indianapolis,  Indiana, 
on  September  24, 1964,  pursuant  to  notice 
thereof  issued  on  September  8,  1964  (29 
F.R. 12875) . 
Upon  the  basis  of  the  evidence  intro¬ 

duced  at  the  hearing  and  the  record 

thereof,  the  Deputy  Administrator,  Reg¬ 
ulatory  Programs,  on  November  17,  1964 
(29  F.R.  15647;  F.R.  Doc.  64-11908)  filed 
with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  United  States 
Department  of  Agriculture,  his  recom¬ 
mended  decision  containing  notice  of  the 
opportunity  to  file  written  exceptions 
thereto. 

The  material  issues,  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions,  rulings,  and  general  findings  of 
the  recommended  decision  (29  F.R. 
15647;  F.R.  Doc.  64-11908)  are  hereby 
approved  and  adopted  and  are  set  forth 
in  full  herein  subject  to  the  following 
modifications; 
Under  the  subheading  2,  Supply-de¬ 

mand  adjustor  to  Class  I  prices,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  changes  are  made: 

1.  In  the  eighth  paragraph  the  sched¬ 
ule  is  revised  and  in  the  sentence  im¬ 
mediately  preceding  the  schedule  the  fig¬ 
ure  is  changed  from  73.5  to  73.25. 

2.  The  nineteenth  paragraph  is  de¬ 
leted  and  three  new  paragraphs  are 
added. 

3.  The  twenty-fifth  and  twenty-sixth 
paragraphs  are  deleted  and  a  new  para¬ 
graph  is  added. 
The  material  issues  on  the  record  of 

the  hearing  relate  to  the  pricing  of  Class 
I  milk  in  the  two  markets,  as  follows : 

1.  Levels  and  relationship  of  Class  I 
price  differentials; 

2.  Adoption  of  a  common  supply-de¬ 
mand  “adjustor”;  and 

3.  Modification  of  Class  I  butterfat 
differentials. 
Findings  and  conclusions.  The  follow¬ 

ing  findings  and  conclusions  on  the  mate¬ 
rial  issues  are  based  on  evidence  pre¬ 
sented  at  the  joint  hearing  and  the 
record  thereof : 

1.  Levels  and  relationship  of  Class  I 
price  differentials.  The  stated  Class  I 
price  differentials  of  the  Indianapolis, 
Indiana,  and  Fort  Wayne,  Indiana,  milk 
orders  ($1.27  and  $1.20  per  hundred¬ 
weight,  respectively,  over  the  basic  for¬ 
mula  price  for  the  preceding  month) 
should  be  continued  at  present  levels.  A 
common  supply-demand  “adjustor”  to 
the  Class  I  price  differentials  of  both 
orders  should  be  provided. 
An  amendment  to  the  Indianapolis 

order  effective  June  1,  1963,  based  upon 
a  hearing  held  in  Indianapolis,  Indiana, 
January  30-February  1,  1962,  provided 
for  the  present  level  of  stated  Class  I 
differential.  In  rendering  his  decision  in 
the  matter  of  the  appropriate  level  of 
Class  I  prices,  the  Assistant  Secretary 
concluded  (in  part)  at  that  time,  as follows : 

“In  these  circumstances  it  would  not 
be.  appropriate  to  provide  the  Class  I 
price  increase  proposed  by  producers. 
Nor  in  view  of  the  extensive  expansion  of 
the  marketing  area  herein  recommended 
is  it  appropriate  to  reduce  the  present 

A  reasonable  period  of  time  should 
he  allowed  to  elapse  under  the  new 
supply-demand  conditions  before  con¬ 
sidering  any  modification  of  the  present 
uass  i  price.  Deferring  action  on  the 
Class  i  price  for  a  period  of  18  months 

will  allow  sufficient  time  to  accumulate 

data  on  supply-demand  conditions  in  the 
expanded  area  on  which  to  establish  the 
Class  I  price  level.  Consideration  could 
then  be  given  to  the  need  for  automati¬ 
cally  adjusting  the  Class  I  price  as  sup¬ 
plies  vary  in  relation  to  demand  as  well 
as  to  the  problem  of  intermarket  price 
alignment.  The  Class  I  price  herein 
recommended  will  provide  appropriate 
price  alignment  in  portions  of  the  ex¬ 
panded  market  until  appropriate  review 
of  the  price  structure  can  be  considered 

at  a  subsequent  hearing.” 
Similarly,  in  an  amendment  to  the  Fort 

Wayne,  Indiana,  order  effective  June  1, 
1963,  and  based  upon  a  hearing  held  at 
Fort  Wayne,  Indiana,  March  5,  1963,  it 
was  concluded  by  the  Secretary,  in  part, 
as  follows : 

“The  present  Class  I  price  of  $1.20  over 
the  basic  formula  price  should  be  con¬ 
tinued  through  December  31,  1964.  This 
will  insure  proper  alignment  of  the  Fort 
Wayne  Class  I  price  with  that  of  Indian¬ 
apolis  and  other  nearby  markets  until 

it  can  be  reviewed  at  a  future  hearing.” 
It  was  concluded  further  that:  “The 
present  Fort  Wayne  Class  I  price,  there¬ 
fore,  should  be  extended  for  an  additional 
21-month  period.  Such  an  extension 
will  permit  review  of  the  Fort  Wayne 
Class  I  price  at  approximately  the  same 
time  as  that  of  the  Indianapolis  market 

in  the  third  or  fourth  quarter  of  1964.” 1 
Producer  cooperatives,  representing  a 

large  majority  of  producers  supplying 
both  the  Indianapolis,  and  Fort  Wayne, 
Indiana,  markets,  join  currently  in  pro¬ 
posing  continuance  of  the  present  Class  I 
price  differentials  ($1.27  and  $1.20,  re¬ 
spectively)  under  the  two  orders.  The 
associations  also  suggest  a  formula  for 
the  supply-demand  adjustment  of  prices 
under  each  of  the  orders  based  upon  the 
Class  I  sales  and  producer  receipts  of  the 
two  markets  in  combination  in  the  event 
of  a  determination  that  such  automatic 
adjustment  of  future  prices  is  ap¬ 
propriate. 

Proponent  producers  testified  that  the 
respective  stated  differentials  in  the  In¬ 
dianapolis  and  Fort  Wayne  orders  are 
reasonable  minimums  (over  the  basic 
formula  price)  both  from  the  point  of 
view  of  maintaining  an  adequate  supply 
for  the  market  and  in  recognition  of  the 
close  competitive  relationships  which 
exist  not  only  between  handlers  in  the 
two  markets  but  also  between  such  han¬ 
dlers  of  both  markets  and  handlers  in  the 
nearby  Louisville-Lexington-Evansville, 
Dayton-Springfield,  and  Greater  Cincin¬ 
nati  markets.  Producers  alleged  that  the 
7-cent  difference  in  stated  Class  I  differ¬ 
entials  of  the  two  orders  has  had  no 
disturbing  influence  in  the  markets,  and 
that  under  such  relationship  of  Class  I 
prices  producers  under  both  orders  had 
retained  their  Class  I  sales  outlets.  They 
contended  further  that  the  history  of 
both  markets  justifies  continuation  of 
the  present  differentials  since  the  supply 
of  milk  in  each  market  is  not  excessive. 

Handlers  also  generally  supported  con¬ 
tinuation  of  the  present  levels  and  spread 
in  the  Class  I  stated  differentials  but 

generally  objected  to  any  increase  in  such 
differentials  by  means  of  a  supply-de¬ 
mand  adjustor.  Their  testimony  was 

offered  primarily  in  support  of  the  prop¬ 
osition  that  current  supplies  for  these 
markets  are  adequate.  However,  one 
handler  operating  a  plant  located  in 
Howard  County,  Indiana,  one  of  the 
northern  tier  of  counties  in  the  Indian¬ 
apolis  marketing  area,  also  proposed 
that:  (1)  The  pricing  structure  in  the 
Indianapolis  order  and  Fort  Wayne 
order  be  the  same,  and  (2)  the  Class  I 
price  be  such  that  it  will  help  dairy 
farmers  in  this  area  maintain  their  own 

markets  and  be  “competitive.”  He  con¬ 
tended  that  several  Indianapolis  han¬ 
dlers  located  on  the  fringe  of  the  Indian¬ 
apolis  marketing  area  adjacent  to  the 
boundary  of  the  Fort  Wayne  marketing 
are  are  disadvantaged  in  their  resale 
competition  with  Fort  Wayne  handlers 
because  of  the  7-cent  difference  in  Class 
I  prices  under  the  two  orders.  He 
further  contended  that  Chicago  milk  has 
started  to  move  into  the  area  and  cited, 
as  an  example,  the  case  of  an  operator 
of  a  small  chain  of  grocery  stores  in 
north  central  Indiana  who  recently  con¬ 
tracted  to  purchase  packaged  milk  from 
a  Chicago  handler. 
The  production  of  milk  for  the  two 

markets  in  combination  is  in  reason¬ 
able  balance  with  Class  I  sales.  Class  I 
sales  and  producer  receipts  both  have 
increased  in  the  Indianapolis  and  Fort 
Wayne  markets  in  1962  and  1963.  The 
percentage  of  producer  milk  utilized  as 
Class  I  milk,  however,  has  remained 
about  the  same  in  the  Indianapolis  mar¬ 
ket  over  this  two-year  period,  averaging 
on  an  annual  basis,  75.38  percent  and 

75.53  percent,  respectively.*  With  re¬ spect  to  the  Fort  Wayne  market,  for 
which  market  data  are  available  for  the 
three-year  period,  1961-1963,  the  per¬ 
centage  of  producer  milk  utilized  as  Class 
I  has  varied  one  year  to  the  next  over 
a  wider  range  (71.4,  78.4  and  74.2  per¬ 
cent  in  1961.  1962  and  1963,  respectively) 
and  has  averaged  74.66  percent  for  the 
three-year  period. 
Both  Indianapolis  and  Fort  Wayne 

have  operated,  therefore,  on  an  annual 
average  reserve  supply  of  about  25  per¬ 
cent  of  producer  receipts  which,  as  testi¬ 
fied  by  both  producers  and  handlers,  does 
not  indicate  oversupply  under  present- 
day  conditions  particularly  with  respect 
to  intraweek  bottling  and  distribution 
patterns.  Current  supplies  are  utilized 
primarily  to  cover  local  needs  since  there 
are  no  substantial  bulk  fluid  milk  ship¬ 
ments  from  these  markets  to  neighboring 
or  more  distant  markets.  . 

Moreover,  there  is  no  evidence  on  the 
record  that  fluid  milk  from  the  Chicago 
or  any  other  market  has  come  into  the 
Indianapolis  order  market  at  a  price  f  .o.b. 
market  below  the  minimum  Class  I  price 
which  handlers  under  the  latter  order 
are  required  to  pay.  Several  tank  loads 
of  milk  were  received  in  the  Indianapolis 
market  from  a  Chicago  order  plant  dur¬ 
ing  September  this  year.  The  indicated 
cost  of  such  milk  was  well  in  excess  of  the 
September  minimum  Class  I  price  of 

V 
1  Official  notice  is  taken  of  the  respective 

decisions  (28  F.R.  4901,  F.R.  Doc.  63-5247  and 
28  F.R.  4305,  Fit.  Doc.  63-4603). 

2  The  order  became  fully  effective  March 
1961  which  does  not  permit  this  comparison 
over  a  three-calendar-year  period. 
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$4.42  per  hundredweight  under  the  Indi¬ 
anapolis  order.  In  this  connection  offi¬ 
cial  notice  Is  taken  of  the  September  1964 

market  administrator’s  price,  report  for 
the  Indianapolis  market. 

The  present  stated  Class  I  differentials 
of  the  two  orders  are  presently  at  an 
appropriate  level  and  are  reasonably 
aligned  one  market  with  the  other  and 
with  nearby  markets.  There  was  no 
evidence  which  would  show  that  unstable 
marketing  conditions  have  resulted  from 
the  difference  of  7  cents  in  price  which 
has  prevailed.  The  Class  I  differentials 
in  the  two  orders  should  not  be  changed, 
therefore,  other  than  as  may  be  appro¬ 
priate  because  of  significant  future 
changes  in  supplies  in  relation  to  market 
requirements.  The  continuation  of  these 
differentials,  together  with  the  adoption 
of  a  supply -demand  factor  in  the  pricing 
mechanism  (discussed  later),  in  con¬ 
junction  with  Class  n  prices,  should  re¬ 
sult  in  returns  to  producers  in  each  mar¬ 
ket  sufficient  to  maintain  an  adequate 
but  not  excessive  supply  of  milk  to  meet 
the  fluid  requirements  of  the  respective 
markets,  including  the  necessary  market 
reserve. 

2.  Supply -demand  adjustor  to  Class  I 
prices.  A  common  supply-demand  for¬ 
mula  based  upon  the  sales-receipts  rela¬ 
tionship  of  the  two  markets  in  combina¬ 
tion  should  be  employed  as  the  method  of 
adjusting  Class  I  prices  in  both  markets 
to  changing  conditions  of  supply  and 
demand. 

Producers  suggested  a  type  of  supply- 
demand  formula  for  common  use  in  both 
markets  in  the  event  of  a  determination 
that  such  a  method  of  adjusting  prices 
should  be  adopted.  They  gave  recogni¬ 
tion  to  the  validity  of  providing  an  auto¬ 
matic  adjustor  to  the  Class  I  price  dif¬ 
ferential  to  maintain  a  proper  balance 
between  producer  receipts  and  Class  I 
requirements,  but  expressed  concern 
that  a  supply-demand  adjustment  pro¬ 
vision,  if  not  carefully  constructed, 
might  result  in  erratic  pricing  and  in  an 
unwarranted  disturbance  of  intermarket 
price  alignment. 

A  handler  witness  speaking  for  seven 
handlers  regulated  under  the  Indian¬ 
apolis  order  expressed  opposition  to  the 
inclusion  of  a  supply-demand  factor  in 
the  Class  I  pricing  provisions  of  such 
order.  These  handlers  jointly  proposed 
a  separate  supply-demand  adjustment 
provision  for  consideration,  however,  in 
the  event  of  a  finding  that  such  an  ad¬ 
justor  should  be  adopted. 

The  purpose  of  a  supply-demand  ad¬ 
justment  provision  is  to  adjust  promptly 
the  minimum  Class  I  price  upward  or 
downward  as  the  supply  of  producer  milk 
changes  in  relation  to  Class  I  sales.  This 
purpose  is  consistent  with  the  criteria  of 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act,  as  amended,  which  provides  that  the 
prices  to  be  fixed  under  the  authority  of 
such  act  shall  be  those  which  are  rea¬ 
sonable  in  view  of  market  supply  and  de¬ 
mand  conditions  and  which  will  assure  a 

sufficient  quantity  of  pure  and  whole¬ 
some  milk  and  be  in  the  public  interest. 
The  automatic  adjustment  of  Class  I 
prices  in  response  to  changes  in  the  re¬ 
lation  between  supplies  and  Class  I  sales 

will  assist  to  carry  out  in  these  markets 
the  purposes  of  the  act  through  stabili¬ 
zation  of  supplies  at  the  levels  required. 
Failure  to  adjust  the  Class  I  price 
promptly  in  response  to  market  supply 
and  demand  conditions  could  produce 
price  levels  which  would  encourage  either 
inadequate  or  excessive  supplies  of  milk 
in  relation  to  demand.  Supply-demand 
formula  provisions  have  not  been  em¬ 
ployed  previously  in  these  markets  be¬ 
cause  of  lack  of  data  on  which  such  a 
pricing  mechanism  could  be  constructed. 
Adequate  data  regarding  production  and 
sales  in  each  of  the  two  markets  are  now 
available. 

Producers  proposed  a  supply-demand 
formula  which  would : 

(1)  Provide  a  formula  for  measuring 
changes  in  supply-demand  relationships 
of  the  two  markets  which  employs  the 
Class  I  sales  and  producer  receipts  of 
both  markets. 

(2)  Provide  for  identical  Class  I  price 
adjustments  based  upon  comparison  of 
the  ratio  of  combined  sales  to  combined 
receipts  for  a  period  covering  the  second 
and  third  (or,  alternatively,  the  second, 
third  and  fourth)  months  preceding  the 
pricing  month  (current  utilization  per¬ 
centage)  with  a  standard  utilization  per¬ 

centage  (four-point  range)  or  “norm” applicable  for  the  pricing  month.  The 
individual  monthly  ranges  of  norms 
would  reflect  on  an  annual  basis  70-74 
percent  Class  I  utilization. 

(3)  Provide  for  a  price  adjustment, 
upward  or  downward,  at  the  rate  of  two 
cents  for  each  percentage  point  of  devia¬ 
tion  of  the  current  utilization  percentage 
above  or  below  the  norm. 

(4)  Limit  the  maximum  amount  of  ad¬ 
justment  to  20  cents  per  hundredweight. 

In  suggesting  use  of  a  common  formu¬ 
la,  producers  stressed  the  importance  of 
Class  I  price  changes  taking  place  at  the 
same  time  and  by  the  same  amount  in 
each  market.  They  stated  that  this  is 
necessary  to  avoid  erratic  pricing  and  to 
maintain  proper  Class  I  price  alignment 
between  the  two  markets  and  in  rela¬ 
tionship  to  adjacent  markets.  They  con¬ 
tended  that  small  changes  in  the  relative 
prices  of  the  two  market  orders  could 
cause  unwarranted  shifting  of  milk  sup¬ 
plies.  In  this  connection,  they  pointed 
out  that:  (1)  Bulk  milk  handling,  to¬ 
gether  with  recent  improvements  in 
highway  systems,  make  such  movements 
between  the  markets  relatively  easy;  (2) 

The  transfer  of  producers  from  one  mar¬ 
ket  to  the  other  is  not  impeded  by  dif¬ 
ferences  in  health  requirements  of  the 
markets;  and  (3)  The  procurement  areas 
of  handlers  regulated  under  the  two  or¬ 
ders  overlap  in  several  counties. 

The  supply-demand  formula  suggested 
by  handlers  was  generally  the  same  as 
proposed  by  producer  groups,  the  prin¬ 
cipal  differences  being  in  the  level  at 
which  the  norms  were  established  and 

the  maximum  amount  by  which  the  ad¬ 
justor  may  affect  the  Class  I  price.  Al¬ 
though  handlers  proposed  that  consid¬ 
eration  be  given  to  the  use  of  either  a 
recent  two  or  three-month  period  for 
computing  the  current  utilization  per¬ 
centage  (mover),  they  expressed  a  pref¬ 
erence  for  the  three-month  mover  in 
that  it  would  minimize  any  erratic  price 

adjustments  which  might  otherwise  be 
brought  about  by  the  action  of  the  ad¬ 

justor. The  supply-demand  formula  adopted 
herein  to  be  applicable  under  both  orders 

provides  for: 

(

1

)

 

 

The  following  schedule  of  stand¬ 

ard  utilization  
percentages  

(norms) which  average  
73.25  percent  

(midpoint  
of 

range)  
of  producer  

milk  in  Class  I  to producer  
receipts  

on  an  annual  
basis: 

Month  for 
which  pricing is  being 

computed 

Preceding  months 
used  in  computation 

Standard 

utilization 
percentages 

Mini-  Maxi¬ 
mum  mum 

Jan, . 
Sept.,  Oct.,  Nov _ 79 82 

Feb.... . Oct.,  Nov.,  Dec _ 78 

81 

Mar . 
Nov.,  Dec.,  Jan _ 77 80 

Apr . . May - - 

Dec.,  Jan.,  Feb . 76 79 

Jan.,  Feb.,  Mar _ 

76 

79 

June . . . Feb.,  Mar.,  Apr _ 
Mar.,  Apr.,  May — 

73 78 

July — . 
69 

72 

Aug . — Apr.,  May,  June _ May,  June,  July _ 

64 67 

Sept - - 

62 

65 

Oct . 
June,  July,  Aug - 64 

67 

Nov . 
July,  Aug.,  Sept _ 

68 

71 

Dec . — Aug.,  8ept.,  Oct _ 

75 

78 

(2)  “Current  utilization  percentages” 
to  be  based  upon  aggregate  producer  re¬ 
ceipts  in  the  two  markets  and  producer 
milk  classified  as  Class  I  milk  therein  foi 
a  three-month  period  ending  with  the 
second  month  preceding  the  pricing month; 

(3)  Adjustments  to  the  Class  I  price 
for  each  market  at  the  rate  of  two  cents 

for  each  full  percentage  point  of  devia¬ 
tion  of  the  applicable  current  utilization 
percentage  for  the  month  from  the  norm 
(range)  for  such  month; 

(4)  A  maximum  of  plus  or  minus  38 
cents  on  the  amount  of  supply-demand 
adjustment. 

These  two  markets  are  in  close  com¬ 
petition  in  both  milk  procurement  and 
milk  distribution.  The  procurement 
areas  of  handlers  regulated  under  the 
two  orders  overlap  in  several  counties. 
Transferring  producers  from  one  market 
to  the  other  is  not  impeded  by  differences 
in  health  requirements  of  the  markets. 
The  high  degree  of  bulk  milk  handling 

and  good  highway  conditions  make  in¬ 
termarket  movements  relatively  easy. 
At  the  present  time,  however,  available 
milk  supplies  are  reasonably  allocated 
in  relation  to  the  sales  levels  of  the  two 
markets. 

Also,  there  is  close  competition  for 
Class  I  sales  between  handlers  under  the 
two  orders.  At  present  there  are  five 
Indianapolis  handlers  who  regularly  sell 
milk  on  routes  in  the  Fort  Wayne  mar¬ 
keting  area  and  four  Fort  Wayne  han¬ 
dlers  who  sell  in  the  Indianapolis  mar¬ 
keting  area.  The  shift  of  a  large  ac¬ 
count,  such  as  a  chain  of  food  markets 
or  dairy  stores,  from  a  handler  in  one 
market  to  a  handler  in  the  other,  may 
cause  the  handler  to  be  regulated  by  one 
order  in  a  given  month  and  by  the  other 

order  the  next  month  since  the  regula¬ 
tion  applicable  to  him  is  determined  on 
the  basis  of  his  relative  proportion  oi 
Class  I  sales  in  each  marketing  area. 

Such  shifts  in  suppliers  can  occur  readily 

under  today’s  distribution  conditions. 
When  shifts  in  suppliers  are  made  across 
individual  market  lines  or  retail  routes 
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are  established  in  one  market  by  a  han¬ 
dler  from  the  other,  a  significant  change 

in  the  production-sales  relationship  of 
each  market  can  be  effected  without  any 
basic  change  in  the  aggregate  supplies  or 

sales  associated  with  such  markets. 
In  view  of  the  foregoing,  it  is  highly 

important,  therefore,  to  avoid  erratic 

price  movements  between  these  two  mar¬ 
kets.  Relatively  small  changes  in  the 

prices  of  these  markets  if  in  opposite 
directions  could  cause  unwarranted 

shifting  of  producer  milk  supplies  or  pro¬ 
vide  price  advantage  in  sales  competi¬ 
tion.  The  adoption  of  a  common  supply- 
demand  adjustor  which  will  provide  for 
identical  monthly  Class  I  price  adjust¬ 
ments  for  the  two  markets  will  Insure 
against  diverse  movements  In  prices  in 
these  markets  and  maintain  an  appro¬ 
priate  Class  I  price  alignment  between 
the  two  and  in  relationship  to  adjacent 
markets. 
Under  the  formula  proposed  for  adop¬ 

tion  herein  the  respective  Class  I  price 
differentials  for  the  two  markets  woulcj, 
be  adjusted  for  significant  changes  In 
the  relationship  of  current  utilization 
percentage  outside  the  applicable 
monthly  norms  as  shown  in  the  above 
schedule.  The  norms,  or  individual 
monthly  ranges,  are  derived  from  ex¬ 
perience  in  both  markets  for  the  period 
of  March  1961  (the  fully  effective  date  of 
the  inception  of  the  Indianapolis  order) 
through  August  1964.  They  vary  sea¬ 
sonally  in  recognition  of  the  seasonality 
in  the  relationship  of  milk  production  to 
Class  I  sales  in  the  two  markets. 
The  current  utilization  percentage 

would  be  constructed  on  the  receipts  and 
disposition  of  the  three  months  preced¬ 
ing  the  pricing  month.  For  example,  the 
percentage  applicable  for  the  month  of 
January  would  be  based  on  the  per¬ 
centage  of  Class  I  utilization  for  the  pre¬ 
ceding  September,  October  and  Novem¬ 
ber  period.  These  months  would  be  the 
latest  for  which  data  are  available  to 
permit  announcement  of  the  price  ad¬ 
justment  early  in  the  month  for  which 
it  is  effective. 

Use  of  data  for  a  three-month  period, 
rather  than  for  a  two-month  period  will 
minimize  sporadic  changes  in  the  Class  I 
price  which  otherwise  might  be  induced 
simply  by  variation  in  the  number  of 
heavy  bottling  days  in  the  period  used  to 
compute  the  mover.  The  heaviest  pur¬ 
chases  of  fluid  milk  by  consumers  in 
these  markets  tend  to  occur  on  Thurs¬ 
days,  Fridays  and  Saturdays.  As  a  con¬ 
sequence,  plants  have  their  heaviest 
needs  for  raw  milk  supplies  on  Tuesday 
through  Friday  of  each  week.  One  han¬ 
dler  regulated  under  the  Indianapolis 
order,  for  example,  bottles  80  percent  of 
his  weekly  Class  I  sales  during  the  four- 
day  period  Tuesday-Friday  and  20  per¬ 
cent  of  the  remaining  weekly  sales  on 
Mondays  and  Saturdays  based  on  March 
1964  figures.  No  milk  is  bottled  on  Sun¬ 
days  at  the  plant  of  this  handler.  Using 
data  for  a  three-month  period  reduces 
the  effect  of  variations  in  the  number 
or  heavy  bottling  days  from  one  month 
•°  next  on  the  utilization  percent¬ 
ages  in  the  formula  as  compared  with 
d&ta  based  on  a  two-month  period.  The 
rfee-month  mover  also  will  tend  to 
nunimize  other  unwarranted  changes  in 
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the  Class  I  price  resulting  from  such  oc¬ 
currences  as  holidays  and  abnormal 

weather  conditions  ,of  a  short-run nature. 

The  producers’  formula  would  include 
fluid  milk  products  disposed  of  in  the 
respective  marketing  areas  from  all  non¬ 
pool  plants,  except  plants  of  producer- 
handlers.  It  would  include  also  the 
pounds  of  Class  I  milk  in  inventory  and 
“overages”.  The  inclusion  in  the  sup¬ 
ply-demand  formula  of  sales  in  these 
markets  from  nonpool  plants  would  not 
contribute,  however,  to  the  accuracy  with 
which  the  supply-demand  adjustor  re¬ 
flects  meaningful  changes  in  the  supply- 
demand  situation  at  plants  which  utilize 
the  milk  which  it  is  designed  to  price. 
Sales  of  nonpool  milk  in  the  market  as 
Class  I  are  not  necessarily  reflective  of 
the  regular  demand  for,  or  the  regular 
supply  of,  producer  milk  associated  with 
these  two  markets.  Producers  stated 
they  had  no  important  objection  to  the 

exclusion  of  “other  source  receipts” 
from  the  current  utilization  percentages 
provided  the  norms  likewise  were  con¬ 
structed  on  this  basis.  The  considerable 
variation,  month  to  month,  which  occurs 
in  these  markets  with  respect  to  inven¬ 
tory  and  overage  also  warrants  the  ex¬ 
clusion  of  these  data  from  use  in  the 
formula  at  this  time.  The  receipts  of 
producer  milk  and  the  pounds  of  pro¬ 
ducer  milk  disposed  of  as  Class  I  by 
handlers  regulated  in  the  two  markets 
will  provide  a  reasonable  measure  of 
changes  in  the  supply-demand  situation. 
The  use  of  a  range  in  the  monthly 

norms  tends  to  act  as  a  “dampener”  on 
random  price  changes  which,  at  times, 
might  otherwise  be  possible.  The  four- 
point  percentage  range  in  the  monthly 
norms  suggested  by  both  handlers  and 
producers,  together  with  a  provision  to 
compute  a  current  utilization  percentage 
to  the  nearest  full  percentage  point, 

would  provide  a  “corridor”  of  five  per¬ 
centage  points  within  which  no  price 
adjustment  would  be  called  for. 

Although  it  is  desirable  to  avoid  ran¬ 
dom  movements  to  whatever  extent 
practicable,  it  is  not,  however,  appro¬ 
priate  in  avoiding  these  movements  to 
minimize  the  effectiveness  of  the  ad¬ 
justor  in  responding  to  real  changes  in 
the  supply-demand  situation.  Provision 
is  made  in  the  schedule  of  standard 
utilization  percentages  for  monthly 
ranges  having  a  width  of  three  percent¬ 
age  points.  Price  adjustments  resulting 
from  deviations  of  the  current  utiliza¬ 
tion  percentage  outside  the  monthly 
range  would  be  computed  on  the  basis 
of  full  percentage  points  of  such  devia¬ 
tion.  The  three-point  range,  therefore, 
together  with  provision  for  rounding  the 
current  utilization  percentage  to  the 
nearest  full  percentage  point,  in  effect 

provides  a  “corridor”  of  four  percentage 
points  by  which  the  current  utilization 
percentage  may  deviate  from  the  norms 
without  effecting  a  price  adjustment. 
Such  a  range  will  permit  adjustment  of 
the  Class  I  price  more  promptly  and  ac¬ 
curately  in  response  to  significant 
changes  in  the  combined  supply-demand 
relationship  in  the  two  markets. 

Although  Class  I  utilization  in  the  two 
markets  on  an  aggregate  sales-receipts 
basis  has  averaged  approximately  75 

percent  for  the  two-year  period  1962- 
1963,  the  trend  in  recent  months  indi¬ 
cates  some  tendency  toward  an  increase 
in  supplies  in  relation  to  sales  of  fluid 
milk  products.  For  example,  during  the 

first  seven  months  of  1964  (January- 
July)  Class  I  utilization  on  a  combined 
market  basis  averaged  70.1  percent  of 
producer  receipts.  During  the  same 
period  in  1963  and  1962  the  Class  I  uti¬ 
lization  averaged  72.7  and  73.7,  respec¬ 
tively.  The  importation  of  milk  supplies 
into  the  two  markets  by  one  of  the  pro¬ 
ponent  producer  associations  during  re¬ 
cent  months,  although  not  of  substantial 
volume,  would  indicate,  however,  that 
irrespective  of  the  slight  increase  in  . 
market  reserves  during  recent  months 
such  markets  are  not  oversupplied. 
The  formula  adopted  herein  provides 

a  seasonal  schedule  of  norms  which 

average,  on  an  annual  basis,  73.25  per¬ 
cent  Class  I  utilization.  The  seasonality 
pattern  of  the  norms  in  the  recom¬ 
mended  decision  were  designed  to  lessen 
the  possibility  of  contraseasonal  price 
adjustments  which  might  occur  as  a 
result  of  sporadic  changes  in  the  rela¬ 
tionship  of  receipts  to  Class  I  disposition 
not  significant  with  respect  to  any  real 
change  in  the  supply-demand  situation 
of  the  market. 

In  their  exceptions  to  the  recom¬ 
mended  decision,  producers  alleged,  how¬ 
ever,  that  the  norms  for  certain  months 
would  not  prevent  the  possibility  of  un¬ 
warranted  contraseasonal  price  adjust¬ 
ments.  Producers  pointed  out,  for 
example,  that  November,  the  month  of 
lowest  production  in  relation  to  Class  I 
sales  in  the  market,  averaged  approxi¬ 
mately  83  percent  Class  I  utilization  in 
1962  and  1963,  representing  a  situation 
of  relatively  short  supply  not  fully  re¬ 
flected  in  the  norms  set  for  such  month. 

In  light  of  the  exceptions  filed,  fur¬ 
ther  refinements  to  the  norms  for  cer¬ 
tain  months  have  been  made  to  provide 
additional  assurance  against  contrasea¬ 
sonal  price  adjustments.  The  schedule 
of  individual  monthly  norms  should  be 
revised  to  reflect  these  further  refine¬ 
ments.  The  resulting  effect  on  the  level 
of  standard  utilization  percentages  as 
set  forth  in  the  recommended  decision 
is  negligible,  being  a  quarter  of  one  per¬ 
cent  lower  (annual  basis)  than  the  73.5 
percent  (at  midpoint  of  range)  specified 

therein.  - Adjustments  in  the  Class  I  price  re¬ 
sulting  from  the  formula  should  be  at 
the  rate  of  two  cents  for  each  percentage 
point  that  the  current  utilization  per¬ 
centage  deviates  from  the  applicable 
norm.  Thus,  the  Class  I  price  would  be 
increased  two  cents  for  each  full  percent¬ 
age  point  that  the  current  utilization 
percentage  is  above  the  maximum 
standard  percentage  range  and  would  be 
decreased  two  cents  for  each  full  per¬ 
centage  point  that  the  current  utilization 
is  below  the  minimum  standard  percent¬ 
age  range  for  the  month.  The  rate  of 
two  cents  per  percentage  point  upward 
and  downward  is  reasonable  in  relation 
to  the  general  level  of  the  Class  I  prices 
in  this  area  and  in  relation  to  nearby 
market  prices. 
The  maximum  monthly  adjustment 

should  be  limited  to  not  more  than  38 
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cents,  plus  or  minus.  In  this  connection 
producers  proposed  a  maximum  limit  on 
any  plus  or  minus  adjustment  of  20  cents 
per  hundredweight.  They  suggested 
that  a  tie  with  Class  I  prices  of  a 
neighboring  market  also  might  provide 
a  satisfactory  basis  for  establishing  such 
a  limit. 

Handlers,,  on  the  other  hand,  proposed 
a  limitation  on  the  adjustor  which 
would  allow  no  plus  adjustment  to  the 
price  during  any  month  in  which  other 
factors  of  the  Class  I  price  (basic  for¬ 
mula  and  stated  differential)  would  pro¬ 
vide  for  a  Class  I  price  of  35  cents  or 
more  over  the  Chicago  order  Class  I 
price.  Handlers  cited  as  their  reason  for 
a  ceiling  of  35  cents  over  the  Chicago 
Class  I  price  the  availability  of  milk 
which  can  move  into  the  Indianapolis 
and  Fort  Wayne  markets  from  the  Chi¬ 
cago  area  at  an  alleged  35  cents  per 
hundredweight  transportation  cost. 

Although,  as  noted  earlier,  several 
shipments  of  milk  were  imported  into 
the  Indianapolis  market  from  the  Chi¬ 
cago  market  area  in  months  just  preced¬ 
ing  the  hearing  because  of  temporary 
shortage,  there  is  no  evidence  that  the 
levels  of  price  in  the  Indianapolis  and 
Fort  Wayne  orders  have  encouraged 
regular,  or  significant,  movements  of 
milk  into  the  two  markets  from  this 
alternative  source. 

Some  limit,  however,  should  be  placed 
on  the  price  movements  to  result  from 
the  supply-demand  adjustor  in  order  that 
the  basis  for  any  tendency  of  prices  to 
make  unusually  wide  swings  may  be 
given  further  consideration  in  hearing. 
It  would  not  be  reasonable  to  permit  the 
Indianapolis  and  Fort  Wayne  prices  to 
decrease  below  the  level  of  the  South 
Bend-LaPorte-Elkhart  market  which 
serves,  to  some  extent,  as  an  alternative 
outlet  for  milk  associated  with  the 
Indianapolis  and  Fort  Wayne  markets. 
A  pricing  range  of  38  cents  minus  to  38 
cents  plus  will  provide  for  flexibility  in 
pricing  under  the  formula  but  will  tend 
to  maintain  Indianapolis  and  Fort  Wayne 
prices  in  reasonable  alignment  with  the 
South  Bend-LaPorte-Elkhart  and  other 
markets. 

The  supply-demand  adjustor  adopted 
herein  would  have  increased  the  Class 
I  price  in  both  markets  by  only  three- 
fourths  of  a  cent  per  hundredweight,  on 
the  average,  during  the  22-month  period 
of  January  1963  through  October  1964. 

This  compares  with  the  producers’ 
formula  for  the  comparable  period  which 
would  have  increased  such  prices  by  two 
and  one-half  cents  per  hundredweight 
on  the  average.  The  handlers’  formula 
with  a  three-month  mover,  on  the  other 
hand,  would  have  provided  no  adjust¬ 
ment  to  the  Class  I  price  for  any  month 
of  the  period  November  1963  through 
October  1964,  the  period  for  which  they 
provided  data  in  the  record. 

It  is  concluded  that  the  supply-demand 
adjustor  formula  herein  adopted  will 
provide  an  appropriate  basis  for  adjust¬ 
ments  of  the  Class  I  price  in  the  two 
markets  as  supply  and  demand  condi¬ 
tions  change  in  such  markets. 

3.'  Class  I  butterfat  differential.  The 
butterfat  differential  used  in  adjusting 
Class  I  prices  under  the  Fort  Wayne 
order  should  be  reduced.  The  Indianap¬ 

olis  Class  I  butterfat  differential  should 
remain  unchanged. 

At  present  the  Class  I  price  in  the  Fort 
Wayne  market  is  adjusted  for  the  butter¬ 
fat  content  of  Class  I  milk  by  a  butter¬ 
fat  differential  per  point  (%o  percent 
of  butterfat)  determined  by  multiplying 

the  monthly  Chicago  92-score  butter 
price  by  0.125.  It  was  proposed  by  a  co¬ 
operative  association,  representing  a 
substantial  number  of  producers  in  the 
Fort  Wayne  market,  that  the  Class  I  but¬ 
terfat  differential  be  reduced  to  0.120 
times  the  price  of  Chicago  butter,  the 
same  as  the  Class  I  butterfat  differential 
under  the  Indianapolis  order.  No  oppo¬ 
sition  to  this  proposal  was  expressed  by 
handlers  or  by  other  producers  regulated 
under  the  Fort  Wayne  order. 

The  average  butterfat  test  of  Class 
I  milk  in  the  Fort  Wayne  market  has 
declined  from  3.57  percent  in  1961  to  3.49 
percent  in  1963.  The  average  test  of  pro¬ 
ducer  milk,  on  the  other  hand,  has  not 
changed  appreciably  during  the  three- 
year  period,  averaging  3.75,  3.77  and  3.74 
percent,  respectively,  for  these  years. 
The  Class  I  butterfat  differential  in 

the  Fort  Wayne  market  averaged  $0,073 

and  $0,072  in  1962  and  1963,  respec¬ 
tively.  For  the  Indianapolis  market  the 
Class  I  differential  averaged  $0,071  and 
$0,070  for  the  comparable  periods.  The 
proposed  reduction  in  the  Class  I  butter¬ 
fat  differential  for  Fort  Wayne  will  con¬ 
tribute  to  the  general  alignment  of  Class 
I  prices  between  the  Fort  Wayne  and  In¬ 
dianapolis  markets  consistent  with  the 
other  terms  of  the  Class  I  pricing  provi¬ 
sions  of  both  orders  and  will  tend  to 
place  butterfat  in  fluid  milk  products 
in  the  Fort  Wayne  market  on  a  more 
competitive  basis  with  other  nearby  mar¬ 
kets.  Indianapolis  handlers  and  pro¬ 
ducers  testified  in  support  of  the  cur¬ 
rent  butterfat  differential  under  the  In¬ 
dianapolis  order  stating  that  it  was  in 
reasonable  alignment  with  other  nearby 
markets.  In  view  of  this  testimony  and 
because  there  was  no  testimony  to  sup¬ 
port  a  revision,  it  is,  therefore,  left  un¬ 
changed. 

The  Fort  Wayne  Class  I  butterfat  dif¬ 
ferential  should  be  placed  on  the  same 
basis  as  that  in  the  Indianapolis  order. 
In  view  of  the  prevailing  butterfat  test 
of  Class  I  milk  at  close  to  3.5  percent, 
overall  returns  to  producers  for  Class 
I  milk  should  be  little  affected  by  this 
change. 

Rulings  on  proposed  findings  and 
conclusions.  Briefs  and  proposed  find¬ 
ings  and  conclusions  were  filed  on  behalf 
of  certain  interested  parties.  These 
briefs,  proposed  findings  and  conclusions 
and  the  evidence  in  the  record  were  con¬ 
sidered  in  making  the  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions  set  forth  above.  To  the  extent 
that  the  suggested  findings  and  conclu¬ 
sions  filed  by  interested  parties  are  in¬ 
consistent  with  the  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions  set  forth  herein,  the  requests  to 
make  such  findings  or  reach  such  con¬ 
clusions  are  denied  for  the  reasons  pre¬ 
viously  stated  in  this  decision. 

General  findings.  The  findings  and 
determinations  hereinafter  set  forth  are 
supplementary  and  in  addition  to  the 
findings  and  determinations  previously 
made  in  connection  with  the  issuance  of 
the  aforesaid  order  and  of  the  previously 

Issued  amendments  thereto;  and  all  of 
said  previous  findings  and  determina¬ 
tions  are  hereby  ratified'  and  affirmed, 
except  insofar  as  such  findings  and  de¬ 
terminations  may  be  in  conflict  with  the 
findings  and  determinations  set  forth 
herein. 

(a)  The  tentative  marketing  agree¬ 
ments  and  the  orders,  as  hereby  proposed 
to  be  amended,  and  all  of  the  terms  and 
conditions  thereof,  will  tend  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  Act; 

(b)  The  parity  prices  of  milk  as  de¬ 
termined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the 
Act  are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the 
price  of  feeds,  available  supplies  of  feeds, 
and  other  economic  conditions  which  af¬ 
fect  market  supply  and  demand  for  milk 
in  th4  marketing  area,  and  the  minimum 
prices  specified  in  the  proposed  market¬ 
ing  agreements  and  the  orders,  as  hereby 
proposed  to  be  amended,  are  such  prices 
as  will  reflect  the  aforesaid  factors,  in¬ 
sure  a  sufficient  quantity  of  pure  and 
wholesome  milk,  and  be  in  the  public  in¬ 
terest;  and 

(c)  The  tentative  marketing  agree¬ 
ments  and  the  orders,  as  hereby  proposed 
to  be  amended,  will  regulate  the  handling 
of  milk  in  the  same  manner  as,  and  will 
be  applicable  only  to  persons  in  the  re¬ 
spective  classes  of  industrial  and  com¬ 
mercial  activity  specified  in  marketing 
agreements  upon  which  a  hearing  has 
been  held. 

Rulings  on  exceptions.  In  arriving  at 
the  findings  and  conclusions,  and  the 
regulatory  provisions  of  this  decision, 
each  of  the  exceptions  received  was  care¬ 
fully  and  fully  considered  in  conjunc¬ 
tion  with  the  record  evidence  pertain¬ 
ing  thereto.  To  the  extent  that  the 
findings  and  conclusions,  and  the  regu¬ 
latory  provisions  of  this  decision  are  at 
variance  with  any  of  the  exceptions,  such 
exceptions  are  hereby  overruled  for  the 

reasons  previously  stated  in  this  deci¬ 
sion. 

Marketing  agreements  and  orders.  An¬ 
nexed  hereto  and  made  a  part  hereof  are 
four  documents  entitled  respectively, 
“Marketing  agreement  regulating  the 
handling  of  milk  in  the  Indianapolis, 

Indiana,  marketing  area”,  and  “Order 
amending  the  order  regulating  the  han¬ 
dling  of  milk  in  the  Indianapolis,  In¬ 
diana,  marketing  area”,  “Marketing 
agreement  regulating  the  handling  of 
milk  in  the  Fort  Wayne,  Indiana,  mar¬ 
keting  area”,  and  “Order  amending  the 
order  regulating  the  handling  of  milk 
in  the  Fort  Wayne,  Indiana,  marketing 
area”,  which  have  been  decided  upon 
as  the  detailed  and  appropriate  means 
of  effectuating  the  foregoing  conclusions. 

It  is  hereby  ordered,  That  all  of  this 
decision,  except  the  attached  marketing 

agreements,  be  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register.  The  regulatory  provi¬ 
sions  of  said  marketing  agreements  are 
identical  with  those  contained  in  the 
orders  as  hereby  proposed  to  be  amended 
by  the  attached  orders  which  will  be published  with  this  decision. 

Determination  of  representative  pe¬ 
riod.  The  month  of  September  1964  is 

hereby  determined  to  be  the  representa¬ 
tive  period  for  the  purpose  of  ascertain¬ 
ing  whether  the  issuance  of  the  attached 

orders,  as  amended  and  as  hereby  pro¬ 

posed  to  be  amended,  regulating  the  han- 
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dling  of  milk  in  the  Indianapolis,  Indiana, 

marketing  area  and  the  Port  Wayne,  In¬ 
diana,  marketing  area,  respectively,  are 

approved  or  favored  by  producers,  as  de¬ 
fined  under  the  terms  of  the  respec¬ 
tive  order  as  amended  and  as  hereby 

proposed  to  be  amended,  and  who,  dur¬ 

ing  such  representative  period  were  en¬ 

gaged  in  the  production  of  milk  for  sale 

within  the  respective  aforesaid  market¬ 
ing  area. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  De¬ 
cember  11,  1964. 

George  L.  Mehren, 

Order  relative  to  handling — It  is  there¬ 
fore  ordered,  that  on  and  after  the  ef¬ 
fective  date  hereof,  the  handling  of  milk 
in  the  Indianapolis,  Indiana,  marketing 
area  shall  be  in  conformity  to  and  in 
compliance  with  the  terms  and  condi¬ 
tions  of  the  aforesaid  order,  as  amended 
and  as  hereby  amended,  as  follows : 

The  provisions  of  the  proposed  market¬ 
ing  agreement  and  order  amending  the 
order  contained  in  the  recommended  de¬ 
cision  issued  by  the  Deputy  Adminis¬ 
trator  on  November  17,  1964,  and  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  No¬ 
vember  21, 1964  (29  PJt.  15647;  F.R.  Doc. 

Order1  Amending  the  Order  Regulating 
the  Handling  of  Milk  in  the  Fort 
Wayne,  Indiana,  Marketing  Area 

§  1047.0  Findings  and  determinations. 

The  findings  and  determinations  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth  are  supplementary  and 
in  addition  to  the  findings  and  deter¬ 
minations  previously  made  in  connection 
with  the  issuance  of  the  aforesaid  order 
and  of  the  previously  issued  amendments 
thereto;  and  all  of  said  previous  findings 
and  determinations  are  hereby  ratified 
and  affirmed,  except  insofar  as  such  find¬ 
ings  and  determinations  may  be  in  con- 

Assistant  Secretary. 

Order 1  Amending  the  Order  Regulating 
the  Handling  of  Milk  in  the  Indianap¬ 
olis,  Indiana,  Marketing  Area 

§  1049.0  Findings  and  determinations. 

The  findings  and  determinations  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth  are  supplementary  and 
in  addition  to  the  findings  and  deter¬ 
minations  previously  made  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  issuance  of  the  aforesaid  • 
order  and  of  the  previously  issued 
amendments  thereto;  and  all  of  said  pre¬ 
vious  findings  and  determinations  are 
hereby  ratified  and  affirmed,  except  in¬ 
sofar  as  such  findings  and  determina¬ 
tions  may  be  in  conflict  with  the  find¬ 
ings  and  determinations  set  forth  herein. 

(a)  Findings  upon  the  basis  of  the 
hearing  record.  Pursuant  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Afct  of  1937,  as  amended  (7 
UJS.C.  601  et  seq.),  and  the  applicable 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  govern¬ 
ing  the  formulation  of  marketing  agree¬ 
ments  and  marketing  orders  (7  CFR  Part 
900),  a  public  hearing  was  held  upon 
certain  proposed  amendments  to  the 
tentative  marketing  agreement  and  to 
the  order  regulating  the  handling  of  milk 
in  the  Indianapolis,  Indiana,  marketing 
area.  Upon  the  basis  of  the  evidence 
introduced  at  such  hearing  and  the  re¬ 
cord  thereof,  it  is  found  that: 

(1)  The  said  order  as  hereby  amend¬ 
ed,  and  all  of  the  terms  and  conditions 
thereof,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  Act; 

(2)  The  parity  prices  of  milk,  as  de¬ 
termined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the 
Act,  are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the 
price  of  feeds,  available  supplies  of  feeds, 
and  other  economic  conditions  which 
affect  market  supply  and  demand  for 
milk  in  the  said  marketing  area,  and 
the  minimum  prices  specified  in  the 
order  as  hereby  amended,  are  such  prices 
as  will  reflect  the  aforesaid  factors,  in¬ 
sure  a  sufficient  quantity  of  pure  and 
wholesome  milk,  and  be  in  the  public interest; 

(3)  The  said  order  as  hereby  amended, 
regulates  the  handling  of  milk  in  the 
same  manner  as,  and  is  applicable  only 
to  persons  in  the  respective  classes  of 
industrial  or  commercial  activity  speci¬ 
fied  in,  a  marketing  agreement  upon which  a  hearing  has  been  held. 

'This  order  shall  not  become  effective 
r? r*8  and  until  the  requirements  of  §  900.14 

,  e  rules  of  practice  and  procedure  gov- 
ning  proceedings  to  formulate  marketing 

^reements  and  marketing  orders  have  been 

64-11908) ,  shall  be  and  are  the  terms  and 
provisions  of  this  order,  and  are  set  forth 
in  full  herein  subject  to  a  revision  of  the 
schedule  of  standard  utilization  per¬ 
centages  in  $  1049.51(a)  (2) . 

In  §  1049.51,  the  introductory  text  and 
paragraph  (a)  are  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1049.51  Class  prices. 

Subject  to  the  provisions  of  §§  1049.52 
and  1049.53,  the  minimum  class  prices 
per  hundredweight  of  milk  for  the  month 
shall  be  as  follows: 

(a)  Class  I  milk  price.  The  price  for 
Class  I  milk  shall  be  the  basic  formula 
price  for  the  preceding  month  plus  $1.27, 

and  plus  or  minus  a  ‘‘supply-demand  ad¬ 
justment”  of  not  more  than  38  cents 
computed  as  follows: 

(1)  Divide  the  aggregate  pounds  of 
producer  milk  in  Class  I  (excluding  in¬ 
ventory  and  “overage”  and  adjusted  to 
eliminate  duplications  due  to  interhan¬ 
dler  and  intermarket  plant  transfers) 
under  this  part  and  under  Part  1047  of 
this  chapter  (Fort  Wayne,  Indiana, 
order)  for  the  second,  third  and  fourth 
months  preceding  by  the  aggregate 
pounds  of  producer  milk  receipts  under 
such  parts  for  the  same  months,  multi¬ 
plying  the  result  by  100  and  round  to 
the  nearest  whole  number.  The  result 

shall  be  known  as  the  “current  utiliza¬ 

tion  percentage”; (2)  For  each  full  percentage  point 
that  the  current  utilization  percentage  is 
above  the  applicable  maximum  standard 
utilization  percentage  listed  below  in¬ 
crease  the  Class  I  price  differential  by 
two  cents;  and  for  each  full  percentage 
point  that  the  current  utilization  per¬ 
centage  is  below  the  applicable  minimum 
standard  utilization  percentage  listed 
below  decrease  such  differential  by  two 
cents. 

Standard 

Month  for  utilization 
which  pricing  Preceding  months  percentages 

is  being  used  in  computation  _ _ _ 
computed 

Mini-  Maxi¬ 
mum  mum 

Jan .  Sept.,  Oct.,  Nov _  79  82 
Feb.. .  Oct.,  Nov.,  Dec... _  78  81 
Mar - -  Nov.,  Dec.,  Jan _  77  80 
Apr . .  Dec.,  Jan.,  Feb _  76  79 
May .  Jan.,  Feb.,  Mar _  76  79 
June . .  Feb.,  Mar.,  Apr _  73  76 
July -  Mar.,  Apr.,  May _  69  72 
Aug -  Apr.,  May,  June .  64  67 
8ept_ . .  May,  June,  July _  62  66 
Oct - ...  June,  July,  Aug.. .  64  67 
Nov .  July,  Aug.,  Sept .  68  71 
Dec .  Aug.,  Sept.,  Oct _  76  78 

***** 

flict  with  the  findings  and  determinations 
set  forth  herein. 

(a)  Findings  upon  the  basis  of  the 
hearing  record.  Pursuant  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  601  et  seq.),  and  the  applicable 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  govern¬ 
ing  the  formulation  of  marketing  agree  - 
ments  and  marketing  orders  (7  CFR  Part 
900) ,  a  public  hearing  was  held  upon  cer¬ 
tain  proposed  amendments  to  the  tenta¬ 
tive  marketing  agreement  and  to  the 
order  regulating  the  handling  of  milk 
in  the  Fort  Wayne,  Indiana,  marketing 
area.  Upon  the  basis  of  the  evidence 
introduced  at  such  hearing  and  the 
record  thereof,  it  is  found  that: 

(1)  The  said  order  as  hereby  amend¬ 
ed,  and  all  of  the  terms  and  conditions 
thereof,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  Act: 

(2)  The  parity  prices  of  milk,  as  deter¬ 
mined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the  Act, 
are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the  price 
of  feeds,  available  supplies  of  feeds,  and 
other  economic  conditions  which  affect 
market  supply  and  demand  for  milk  in 
the  said  marketing  area,  and  the  mini¬ 
mum  prices  specified  in  the  order  as 
hereby  amended,  are  such  prices  as  will 
reflect  the  aforesaid  factors,  insure  a 
sufficient  quantity  of  pure  and  whole¬ 
some  milk,  and  be  in  the  public  interest; 

( 3 )  The  said  order  as  hereby  amended, 

regulates  th?  handling  of  milk  in  the 
same  manner  as,  and  is  applicable  only 
to  persons  in  the  respective  classes  of 
industrial  or  commercial  activity  speci¬ 
fied  in,  a  marketing  agreement  upon 
which  a  hearing  has  been  held. 

Order  relative  to  handling — It  is  there¬ 
fore  ordered,  that  on  and  after  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  hereof,  the  handling  of  milk 
in  the  Fort  Wayne,  Indiana,  marketing 
area  shall  be  in  conformity  to  and  in 
compliance  with  the  terms  and  condi¬ 
tions  of  the  aforesaid  order,  as  amended 
and  as  hereby  amended,  as  follows: 

The  provisions  of  the  proposed  market¬ 
ing  agreement  and  order  amending  the 
order  contained  in  the  recommended  de¬ 
cision  issued  by  the  Deputy  Admin¬ 
istrator  on  November  17,  1964,  and  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  No¬ 
vember  21, 1964  (29  F.R.  15647;  F.R.  Doc. 
64-11908),  shall  be  and  are  the  terms 
and  provisions  of  this  order,  and  are  set 

1  This  order  shall  not  become  effective  un¬ 
less  and  until  the  requirements  of  §  900.14 
of  the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure  govern¬ 
ing  proceedings  to  formulate  marketing 
agreements  and  marketing  orders  have  been 
met. 



17822 PROPOSED  «UL€  MAKING 

forth  in  full  herein  subject  to  a  revision 
of  the  schedule  of  standard  utilization 
percents  in  §  1047.51(a)(2). 

1.  In  S  1047.51,  the  Introductory  text 
and  paragraph  (a)  are  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§1047.51  Class  prices. 

Subject  to  the  provisions  of  §8  1047.52 
and  1047.53,  the  minimum  class  prices 
per  hundredweight  of  milk  for  the  month 
shall  be  as  follows: 

(
a
)
 
 

Class  I  milk  price.  The  price  for 

Class  
I  milk  

shall  
be  the  basic  

formula price  
for  the  preceding  

month  
plus  $1.20, 

and  
plus  

or  minus  
a  “supply-demand 

adjustment”  

of  not  more  
than  

38  cents computed  
as  follows: (1)  Divide  the  aggregate  pounds  of 

producer  milk  in  Class  I  milk  (exclud¬ 
ing  inventory  and  “overage”  and  ad¬ 
justed  to  eliminate  duplications  due  to 
interhandler  and  intermarket  plant 
transfers)  under  this  part  and  under 
Part  1049  of  this  chapter  (Indianapolis, 
Indiana,  order)  for  the  second,  third  and 
fourth  months  preceding  by  the  aggre¬ 
gate  pounds  of  producer  milk  receipts 
under  such  parts  for  the  same  months, 
multiplying  the  result  by  100  and  round 
to  the  nearest  whole  number.  The  re¬ 
sult  shall  be  known  as  the  “current  utili¬ 
zation  percentage”; 

(2)  For  each  full  percentage  point 
that  the  current  utilization  percentage 
1s  above  the  applicable  maximum  stand¬ 
ard  utilization  percentage  listed  below 
increase  the  Class  I  price  differential  by 
two  cents;  and  for  each  full  percentage 
point  that  the  current  utilization  per¬ 
centage  is  below  the  applicable  minimum 
standard  utilization  percentage  listed 
below  decrease  such  differential  by  two 
cents. 

Month  for 
which  pricing 

is  being 

computed 

Preceding  months 
used  in  computation 

Standard 
utilisation 

percentages 

Mini¬ 

mum 

Maxi¬ 

mum 

Jan... . Sept.,  Oct.,  Nov . 79 

82 
Feb . Oct.,  Nov.,  Dec _ 78 

81 
Mar _ _ 

Nov.,  Dec.-,  Jan . . 
77 80 

Apr . Dec.,  Jan.,  Feb- _ _ 76 

79 

May . Jan.,"  Feb.,  Mar . 
76 79 

June . . Feb.,  Mar.,  Apr . _ 73 

76 

July _ Mar.-,  Apr.)  May . 

69 72 
Aug _ Apr.,  May,  June . - 64 

67 
Sept.. . May,  June,  July _ 62 

66 
Oct . . June,  July,  Aug _ 

64 

67 
Nov . July,  Aug.,  Sept _ 

68 

71 
Dec _ _ Aug.,  Sept.,  Qct . 76 

78 

§  1047.52  [Amended] 

2.  In  section  1047.52(a)  the  figure 

“0.125”  is  changed  to  “0.120”. 
[FJl.  Doc.  64-12880;  Filed,  Dec.  15,  1964; 8:47  a.m.] 

[  7  CFR  Part  1050  1 

[Docket  Nos.  AO-339,  AO-339-ROl  ] 

MILK  IN  CENTRAL  ILLINOIS 
MARKETING  AREA 

Findings  and  Determinations  on  Re¬ 
sults  of  Referendum  on  Proposed 
Marketing  Order  and  Termination 
of  Proceedings  Therein 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 

1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601  et  seq.) , 
and  of  the  applicable  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure  governing  the  formulation 
of  marketing  agreements  and  orders  (7 
CFR  Part  900) ,  a  public  hearing  was  held 
at  Effingham  and  Peoria,  Illinois,  on 
January  3-12,  1962,  pursuant  to  notice 
thereof  issued  on  December  14,  1961  (26 
F.R.  12132). 

The  recommended  decision  of  the  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  was  issued  November 
13, 1962  (27  FJt.  11369) . 
The  hearing  was  reopened  at  a  joint  . 

hearing  held  in  St.  Louis,  Missouri,  on 
January  8-11,  1963,  pursuant  to  notice 
thereof  issued  December  20, 1962  (27  F.R. 
12773). 
A  revised  recommended  decision 

(January  1962  hearing  issues)  was  issued 
January  20,  1964  (29  F.R.  1529,  Part  II) 
and  a  recommended  decision  (January 
1963  hearing  issues)  was  issued  January 
23,  1964  (29  FJR.  2101,  Part  ID). 
The  final  decision  of  the  Assistant 

Secretary  was  issued  on  November  5, 1964 
(29  Fit.  15153;  F.R.  Doc.  64-11452)  set¬ 
ting  forth  a  proposed  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  a  proposed  order  as  the 
appropriate  and  determined  means  for 
effectuating  the  declared  policy  of  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act 
of  1937,  as  amended.  Annexed  to,  and 
made  a  part  of,  the  final  decision  was  an 
order  directing  that  a  referendum  be 
conducted  among  producers  to  determine 
whether  the  required  percentage  of  pro¬ 
ducers  favored  the  issuance  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  order. 

It  is  hereby  found  and  determined  on 
the  basis  of  the  results  of  the  referendum 
conducted  pursuant  to  the  aforesaid 
referendum  order  that  the  issuance  of 
the  proposed  order  regulating  the  han¬ 
dling  of  milk  in  the  Central  Illinois  mar¬ 
keting  area  as  set  forth  in  the  aforesaid 
decision  is  not  favored  by  the  required 
percentage  of  producers  who  voted  in  the 
referendum. 

It  is  hereby  found  and  determined  that 
the  proposed  order  set  forth  in  the  deci¬ 
sion  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  Novem¬ 
ber  5, 1964  (29  F.R.  15153)  will  not  be  is¬ 
sued  or  made  effective  because  of  the 
failure  of  the  required  percentage  of  pro¬ 
ducers  voting  in  the  referendum  to  ap¬ 
prove  or  favor  its  issuance.  Accordingly, 
proceedings  on  the  proposed  marketing 
order  are  hereby  terminated. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on 
December  11, 1964. 

George  L.  Mehren, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

[FJl.  Doc.  64-12919;  Filed,  Dec.  15,  1964; 8:50  am.] 

17  CFR  Part  1131  ] 

[Docket  No.  AO  271-A8] 

MILK  IN  CENTRAL  ARIZONA 
MARKETING  AREA 

Amendment  to  Notice  of  Hearing  on 

Proposed  Amendments  to  Tentative 
Marketing  Agreement  and  Order 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601  et  seq.), 
and  the  applicable  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  governing  the  formulation  of 

marketing  agreements  and  marketing 
orders  (7  CFR  Part  900) ,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  notice  of  hearing  on  pro¬ 
posed  amendments  to  the  tentative  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  to  the  order,  regu¬ 
lating  the  handling  of  milk  in  the  Cen¬ 
tral  Arizona  marketing  area  which  was 
issued  December  4,  1964,  and  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  December  9, 
1964  (29  F.R.  16866)  is  hereby  amended 
by  changing  the  date  on  which  such 
hearing  is  to  be  held  from  December  17, 
1964,  to  January  7,  1965.  The  hearing 
will  begin  at  9 : 30  a.m.,  local  time,  at  the 
Ramada  Inn,  3801  East  Van  Buren, 
Phoenix,  Ariz. 

Signed  a$  Washington,  D.C.,  on  De¬ 
cember  11,  1964. 

Clarence  H.  Girard, 

Deputy  Administrator. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-12920;  Filed,  Dec.  15,  1964; 8:50  a.m.] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 
Wage  and  Hour  Division 

I  29  CFR  Parts  673,  677,  678  1 

[Administrative  Order  588] 

INDUSTRY  COMMITTEES  FOR  VAR- 
IOUS  INDUSTRIES  IN  PUERTO  RICO 

Appointment  To  Investigate  Condi¬ 
tions  and  Recommend  Minimum 

Wages;  Notice  of  Hearings 

Pursuant  to  section  5  of  the  Fair  La¬ 
bor  Standards  Act  of  1938  (29  U.S.C. 
205) ,  Reorganization  Plan  No.  6  of  1950 
(3  CFR  1949-53  Comp.,  p.  1004) ,  and  29 
CFR  Part  511, 1  hereby  appoint  Industry 
Committee  No.  71-A  for  the  food  and  re¬ 
lated  products  industry  in  Puerto  Rico 
(as  defined  in  29  CFR  673.1) ;  Industry 
Committee  No.  71-B  for  the  paper,  paper 

products,  printing,  and  publishing  in¬ 
dustry  in  Puerto  Rico  (as  defined  in  29 
CFR  677.1) ;  and  Industry  Committee 
No.  71-C  for  the  stone,  clay,  glass,  ce¬ 
ment,  and  related  products  industry  in 
Puerto  Rico  (as  defined  in  29  CFR  678.1). 

Pursuant  to  section  8  of  the  Fair  Labor 
Standards  Act  of  1938  (29  U.S.C.  208), 
Reorganization  Plan  No.  6  of  1950  (3 
CFR  1949-53  Comp.,  p.  1004) ,  and  29  CFR Part  511, 1  hereby: 

(a)  Convene  each  of  the  above-ap¬ pointed  industry  committees; 

(b)  Refer  to  each  of  these  industry 

committees  the  following:  (1)  The  ques¬ 
tion  of  the  minimum  rate  or  rates  of 
wages  to  be  fixed  for  the  industry  with 
which  it  is  concerned  for  employees  who 

are  engaged  in  commerce  or  in  the  pro¬ 
duction  of  goods  for  commerce  (except 

those  industries  and  parts  thereof  de¬ scribed  in  29  CFR  673.2(a),  677.2(a), 

677.2(b),  678.2(a),  678.2(b),  and  678.2 

(c) ) ,  and  (2)  the  question  of  the  mini¬ 
mum  rate  or  rates  of  wages  to  be  fixed 

for  any  employees  covered  by  the  Act  by 

reason  of  the  Fair  Labor  Standards Amendments  of  1961; 

(c)  Give  notice  of  the  hearing  to  be 

held  by  each  of  them  at  the  times  and 

places  indicated  below.  Each  industry 

committee  shall  investigate  conditions  in 

its  industry,  and  each  industry  commit- 
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tee,  or  any  authorized  subcommittee 

thereof,  shall  hear  such  witnesses  and  re¬ 
ceive  such  evidence  as  may  be  necessary 

or  appropriate  to  enable  the  committee 

to  perform  its  duties  and  functions  under 
the  aforementioned  Act. 

Industry  Committee  No.  71-A  shall 
meet  in  executive  session  to  commence 

its  investigation  at  10:00  ajn.  on  Febru¬ 

ary  8, 1965,  in  the  office  of  the  Wage  and 

Hour  and  Public  Contracts  Divisions, 

United  States  Department  of  Labor, 

seventh  floor,  Condominio  San  Alberto 

Building,  1200  Ponce  de  Leon  Avenue, 

Santurce,  Puerto  Rico,  and  shall  com¬ 
mence  its  hearing  at  1:30  p.m.  on  the 

same  date  at  the  same  place.  Following 

this  hearing  Industry  Committees  Nos. 

71-B  and  71-C  shall  meet  seriatim  at  the 
same  place  at  hours  designated  by  the 

committee  chairmen  to  conduct  their  in¬ 
vestigations  and  to  hold  their  hearings. 

Each  industry  committee  shall  rec¬ 
ommend  to  the  Administrator  of  the 

Wage  and  Hour  and  Public  Contracts  Di¬ 
visions  of  this  Department  the  highest 
minimum  wage  rates  (in  the  case  of 
question  (1)  referred  to  the  committee, 
not  exceeding  the  minimum  wage  rate  of 
$1.25  per  hour,  and  in  the  case  of  ques¬ 
tion  (2)  referred  to  the  committee,  not 
exceeding  the  minimum  wage  rate  of 
$1.15  per  hour  for  immediate  effect  and 
$1.25  per  hour  for  effect  on  and  after 
September  3,  1965,  and  in  no  case  less 
than  the  currently  effective  rate)  which 
it  determines,  having  due  regard  to  eco¬ 
nomic  and  competitive  conditions,  will 
not  substantially  curtail  employment  in 
the  industry  and  will  not  give  any  indus¬ 
try  in  Puerto  Rico  a  competitive  advan¬ 
tage  over  any  industry  in  the  United 
States  outside  of  Puerto  Rico,  the  Virgin 
Islands  and  American  Samoa. 
Whenever  any  industry  committee 

finds  that  a  higher  minimum  wage  may 
be  determined  for  employees  engaged  in 
certain  activities  or  in  the  manufac¬ 
ture  of  certain  products  in  an  industry 
than  may  be  determined  for  other  em¬ 
ployees  in  that  industry,  the  committee 
shall  recommend  such  reasonable  clas¬ 
sifications  within  that  industry  as  it  de¬ 
termines  to  be  necessary  for  the  purpose 
of  fixing  for  each  classification  the  high¬ 
est  minimum  wage  rate  that  can  be  de¬ 
termined  for  it  under  the  principles  set 
forth  herein  which  will  not  give  a  com¬ 
petitive  advantage  to  any  group  in  the 
industry.  No  classification  shall  be  made, 
however,  and  no  minimum  wage  rate 
shall  be  fixed  solely  on  a  regional  basis 
or  on  the  basis  of  age  or  sex.  In  deter¬ 
mining  whether  there  should  be  clas¬ 
sifications  within  an  industry,  in  mak¬ 
ing  such  classifications,  and  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  minimum  wage  rates  for  such 
classifications,  each  industry  committee 
shall  consider,  among  other  relevant  fac¬ 
tors,  the  following:  (1)  Competitive  con¬ 
ditions  as  affected  by  transportation,  liv¬ 
ing,  and  production  costs;  (2)  wages  es¬ 
tablished  for  work  of  like  or  comparable 
character  by  collective  labor  agreements 

'  n®gotiated  between  employers  and  em¬ 
ployees  by  representatives  of  their  own 
choosing;  and  (3)  wages  paid  for  work 
°f  like  or  comparable  character  by  em¬ 
ployers  who  voluntarily  maintain  mini¬ 
mum  wage  standards  in  the  industry. 

The  Administrator  shall  prepare  eco¬ 
nomic  reports  for  the  industry  commit¬ 
tee  containing  such  data  as  he  is  able 
to  assemble  pertinent  to  the  matters  re¬ 
ferred  to  them.  Copies  of  each  such  re¬ 
port  may  be  obtained  at  the  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  and  Puerto  Rican  offices  of  the 
Wage  and  Hour  and  Public  Contracts  Di¬ 
visions  as  soon  as  they  are  completed 
and  prior  to  the  hearings.  Each  industry 
committee  shall  take  official  notice  of 
the  facts  stated  in  the  economic  reports 
to  the  extent  that  they  are  not  refuted 
at  the  hearings. 

The  procedure  of  industry  committees 
shall  be  governed  by  29  CFR  Part  511.  As 
a  prerequisite  to  participation  in  the 
hearings,  interested  persons  shall  file 
prehearing  statements  containing  the 
data  specified  in  29  CFR  511.8  not  later 
than  January  29, 1965. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  9th 
day  of  December  1964. 

W.  Willard  Wirtz, 

Secretary  of  Labor. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-12911;  Filed,  Dec.  16,  1964; 8:49  a.m.] 

FEDERAL  AVIATION  AGENCY 
[14  CFR  Port  71  [New]  ]  ' 
[Airspace  Docket  No.  64-AL-ll] 

CONTROL  ZONE 

Proposed  Alteration 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  con¬ 
sidering  amendments  to  Part  71  [New) 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
which  would  alter  the  control  zone  at 
King  Salmon,  Alaska. 
The  King  Salmon,  Alaska,  Control 

Zone  is  presently  described  as  that  area 
within  a  5-mile  radius  of  the  King  Sal¬ 

mon  Airport  (latitude  58*41'  N.,  longi¬ 
tude  156*39'  W.) ;  within  2  miles  either 
side  of  the  King  Salmon  VOR  132°  and 
312*  radials  extending  from  the  5-mile radius  zone  to  12  miles  NW  of  the  VOR 
and  within  2  miles  either  side  of  the  King 

Salmon  TACAN  301*  radial  extending 
from  the  5-mile  radius  zone  to  11  miles 
NW  of  the  TACAN. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency,  having 
completed  a  comprehensive  review  of  the 
terminal  airspace  structure  requirements 
in  the  King  Salmon,  Alaska,  terminal 
area,  including  studies  relevant  to  the 
implementation  of  the  provisions  of  CAR 
Amendment  60-21/80-29,  proposes  the 
following  airspace  action: 

Ip  §  71.171  the  King  Salmon,  Alaska, 
Control  Zone  would  be  redescribed  as 
that  area  within  a  5-mile  radius  of  the 

King  Salmon  Airport  (latitude  58*41' 
N.,  longitude  156*39'  W.) ;  within  2  miles 
each  side  of  the  King  Salmon  VOR  312* 
radial  extending  from  the  5-mile  radius 
zone  to  7  miles  NW  of  the  VOR;  and 
within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  King  Sal¬ 
mon  TACAN  301*  and  141*  radials  ex¬ 
tending  from  the  5-mile  radius  zone  to 
9  miles  NW  and  7  miles  SE  of  the 
TACAN. 

The  King  Salmon  control  zone  is  re¬ 
quired  to  provide  protective  airspace  for 
aircraft  executing  instrument  ap¬ 
proaches.  The  extension  to  the  north¬ 

west,  which  is  based  on  the  King  Salmon 

VOR  312*  radial,  is  for  the  VOR  ap¬ 
proach  to  runway  11;  the  additional 
extensions  to  the  northwest  and  south¬ 
east  provide  protective  airspace  for 
TACAN  approaches  to  runway  11  and 
29.  These  extensions  would  also  encom¬ 
pass  the  airspace  required  for  the  radio 
range  approach  and  the  ILS  approaches 
to  runway  11  and  29. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Chief,  Air 
Traffic  Division,  Alaskan  Region,  Federal 
Aviation  Agency,  632  Sixth  Avenue, 
Anchorage,  Alaska,  99501.  All  com¬ 
munications  received  within  forty-five 
days  after  publication  of  this  notice  in 
the  Federal  Register  will  be  considered 
before  action  is  taken  on  the  proposed 
amendment.  No  public  hearing  is  con¬ 
templated  at  this  time,  but  arrange¬ 
ments  for  informal  conferences  with 
Federal  Aviation  Agency  officials  may  be 
made  by  contacting  the  Chief,  Air 
Traffic  Division.  Any  data,  views  or 
arguments  presented  during  such  con¬ 
ferences  must  also  be  submitted  in  writ¬ 
ing  in  accordance  with  this  notice  in 
order  to  become  part  of  the  record  for- 
consideration.  The  proposal  contained 
in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the 
light  of  comments  received. 

The  public  Docket  will  be  available 
for  examination  by  interested  persons 
at  the  office  of  the  Regional  Counsel, 
Federal  Aviation  Agency,  632  Sixth 
Avenue,  Anchorage,  Alaska,  99501. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
the  authority  of  section  307(a)  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C. 
1348). 

Issued  in  Anchorage,  Alaska,  on  De¬ 
cember  4,  1964. 

James  G.  Rogers, 

Director,  Alaskan  Region. 

[FJR.  Doc.  64-12867;  Filed,  Dec.  16,  1964; 8:45  a.m.] 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[  47  CFR  Part  1  ] 

[Docket  No.  11239;  FCC  64-1142] 

APPLICATION  FOR  NEW  BROADCAST 
STATION  LICENSE 

Revision  of  FCC  Form  302 

Report  and  order.  1.  The  Commission 
has  before  it  for  consideration  the  notice 
of  proposed  rule  making  in  the  above- 
captioned  matter,  which  proposed  cer¬ 
tain  revisions  of  Form  302  (Application 
for  New  Broadcast  Station  Licenses). 

2.  The  revisions  proposed  in  this  rule 
making  are  concurrently  under  con¬ 
sideration  by  the  Commission  as  part  of 
a  general  program  to  make  overall  re¬ 
visions  in  many  of  the  application  forms. 
Under  the  circumstances  there  appears 
to  be  no  reason  to  continue  the  docket  as 
a  separate  proceeding. 

3.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered,  That 
effective  December  18,  1964,  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  is  terminated. 



PROPOSED  RULE  MAKING 

Adopted:  December  9, 1964. 

Released:  December  10,  1964. 

Federal  Communications 

Commission,1 [seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 
Secretary. 

[PJR.  Doc.  64-12871;  Filed,  Dec.  16.  1964; 
8:46  ajn.] 

[  47  CFR  Part  2  1 

[Docket  No.  16722;  FCC  64-1109] 

FREQUENCY  ALLOCATIONS  AND 

RADIO  TREATY  MATTERS 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making  Mc/s  which  were  proposed  exclusively  cases,  coincide  with  our  proposals.  The 
...  . .  ,  „  for  the  communication-satellite  service,  bands  adopted  for  the  above  purposes 

matter  of  amendment  of  Part  2  «rhe  u  g  abandoned  its  proposal  insofar  and  herein  proposed  for  inclusion  in  the 
of  the  Commission  s  rules  to  conform,  to  ̂   the  band  6425-7125  Mc/s  was  con-  national  table  are  shown  below  and  in  the 

With  the  9e^eya  cerned  but  was  successful  in  having  the  Appendix  hereto. 

thf  Sna^eEARC5  Gene^’  1963^  **  remai/lder  of  its  Proposal  adopted  with-  137-138  Mc/s  7300-7750  Mc/s  (any 
1  ^‘•lrinor  in  out  chanSe-  “  shown  below  and  as  set  1660-1670  Mc/s  lOO  Mc/s  segment) 1.  Notice  of  proposed  rule  making  in  for^b  in  greater  detail  in  the  Appendix  1690-1700  Mc/s  9975-10025  Mc/s the  above-entitled  matter  is  hereby  given,  hereto  34  4^34  5  Gc/B 2.  Pursuant  to  Recommendation  No.  ^ 

36  of  the  Ordinary  Administrative  Radio  10.  Additional  bands  proposed  by  other 

Conference,  Geneva,  1959,  the  Interna-  7qnnlfl4nn  countries  and  allocated  for  the  meteoro- 
tional  Telecommunication  Union  (ITU)  logical-satellite  service  are  400.05-401 
convened  an  Extraordinary  Administra-  It  will  be  noted  in  footnote  US91  to  the  Mc/s,  460-470  Mc/s  (as  a  secondary  serv- 
tive  Radio  Conference  (EARC)  in  Ge-  Table  of  Frequency  Allocations  that  a  ice),  1770-1790  Mc/s  (as  a  secondary 
neva,  Switzerland,  on  October  7,  1963,  to  determination  has  not  yet  been  made  as  service)  and  7200-7250  Mc/s.  Again, 
allocate  frequency  bands  for  space  radio-  to  the  division  of  these  bands  between  none  of  these  bands  is  proposed  for  the 
communication  purposes  and  for  the  ra-  Government  and  non-Govemment  users  meteorological-satellite  service  in  our 
dio  astronomy  service.  The  Final  Acts  in  the  United  States,  insofar  as  the  com-  Table  because  of  the  impracticability  of 
of  the  EARC,  signed  at  Geneva  on  No-  munication-satellite  service  is  concerned,  general  sharing  with  existing  services, 
vember  8,  1963,  and  scheduled  to  enter  7.  Also  allocated  by  the  Conference  to  However,  should  there  be  a  requirement 
into  force  internationally  on  January  1,  the  communication-satellite  service  on  a  for  a  cooperative  joint  international  ef- 
1965,  constitute  a  partial  revision  of  the  world-wide  basis  were  the  bands  3400-  fort  in  the  meteorological-satellite  serv- 
international  Radio  Regulations,  Geneva,  3700  Mc/s  (satellite-to-earth)  and  4400-  ice  in  one  or  more  of  these  bands  it  is 
1959.  4700  Mc/s  (earth-to-satellite)  on  a  quite  possible  that  they  can  be  treated 

3.  The  United  States  Senate  gave  its  shared  basis  with  various  other  services,  on  a  case-by-case  basis  and  accommo- 
advice  and  consent  to  ratification  without  Additionally,  5725—5850  Mc/s  (earth-to-  dated  at  specific  locations, 
reservation  on  February  25, 1964,  and  on  satellite)  was  allocated  for  use  in  ITU  11.  Radionavigation-Satellite  Service. 
March  16, 1964,  the  President  signed  the  Region  1  (Europe-Africa  area)  on  a  Only  the  U.S.  introduced  allocation  pro¬ 
instrument  of  ratification.  That  doc-  shared  basis  and  5850-5925  Mc/s  (earth-  posals  for  this  service.  The  Conference 
ument  was  deposited  with  the  Secretary-  to-satellite)  was  allocated  for  use  in  Re-  adopted  the  U.S.  proposals  for  exclusive, 
General  of  the  ITU,  in  Geneva,  on  April  gions  1  and  3  (world-wide  except  for  the  world-wide  allocations  in  the  frequency 
3,  1964.  The  purpose  of  the  rule-making  Americas)  on  a  shared  basis.  All  alio-  bands  shown  below  and  in  the  Appendix 
proceeding  initiated  herein  is  to  align,  to  cations  referred  to  in  this  paragraph  re-  hereto. 

the  extent  practicable.  Part  2  of  the  suited  from  proposals  originating  with  149.9-150.05  Mc/s 

Rules  with  the  Geneva  (1959)  Radio  the  Soviet  bloc  and  are  not  proposed  for  Vrw?7* 
Regulations,  as  revised  by  the  Space  inclusion  in  our  national  Table  because  7 
EARC,  Geneva,  1963.  sharing  would  not  be  feasible  with  U.S.  12.  Space  Research  Service.  The  US. 

4.  The  proposals  made  by  the  United  services  now  in  those  bands.  These  alio-  proposed  world-wide  exclusive  status  for 
States  for  consideration  at  the  Space  cations  are  likewise  not  excepted  to  be  this  service  in  the  bands  136-137,  1700- 
EARC  were  those  contained  in  the  Com-  employed  in  Western  Europe.  This  ex-  1710,  2290-2300  and  8400-8500  Mc/s  and 
mission's  Report  and  Order  of  June  19,  elusion  will  not  preclude  satellite  com-  15.25-15.35  and  31.5-31.8  Gc/s.  While 
1963,  terminating  the  proceedings  in  munication  between  bloc  countries  and  the  Conference  adopted  all  of  the  bands, 
Docket  Nos.  13522  and  14477,  published  the  western  world  inasmuch  as  there  was  it  afforded  world-wide  exclusivity  only 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  July  2,  1963  appreciable  overlap  between  the  pro-  in  the  band  15.25-15.35  Gc/s.  In  the  re- 
(28  F.R.  6812) .  A  comparison  of  the  U.S.  posals  of  the  bloc  countries  and  those  of  maining  five  bands  exclusivity  was  lim- 
proposals  with  the  Final  Acts  of  the  the  other  countries,  within  the  frequency  ited  to  ITU  Region  2  (the  Americas) 
Space  EARC  will  show  that  our  proposals  bands  referred  to  in  paragraph  6.  and  the  space  research  service  will  be  re- 
were  well  received  and  were  generally  q.  Since,  for  the  most  part,  the  fre-  Qu’red  to  share  with  the  fixed  and  mo- 
adopted.  quency  bands  in  paragraph  6  will  be  bile  services,  generally  on  a  coequal  basis, 

5.  Definitions.  The  Space  EARC  alio-  shared  on  a  co-equal  basis  by  the  com-  l*1  Regions  1  and  3. 
cat«*  frequency  Undi  to  the  tdtowttw  munication-satellite  service,  the  fixed  While  a  number  o!  additional 
space  services.  Communication-satellite  Eprvice  an(,  *v,e  m0bfie  service  It  Is  hands  were  allocated  to  the  space  re- 

research  service  and  SDace  service  be  observed  by  the  sharing  service
s  to  sponse  to  the  proposals  of  otner  co 

These  terms,  as  well  as  the  stations  op-  m’^'mize  the  possibility  of  mutual  inter-
  tries,  only  the  following  bands  are  P  ’ 

erating  in  those  services  and  functions  ference.  These  criteria,  as  set  forth  in  posed  for  inclus
ion  in  the  nationa 

-  separate  proceedings  dealing  with  pro-  or  associated  footnotes.  The  detail 

1  commissioners  Lee  and  Cox  absent.  posed  amendments  to  Parts  21  and  25  of  their  availability  are  set  forth  below. 
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10003-10005  kc/s  1700-1710  Mc/s. 

20000-20010  kc/s  2110-2120  Mc/s. 

20  005-30.015  Mc/s  2290-2300  Mc/s. 

19  986-40.02  Mc/s  8400-8500  Mc/s. 

136-137  Mc/s  v  15.25-15.35  Gc/s. 

400.05-401  Mc/8  31.5  -31.8  Gc/s. 

14.  
Space  Service.  This  term  is  ge¬ 

neric,  in  that  frequencies  
allocated  

to 
this  service  

are  available  
to  all  space 

radiocommunication  

services.  
It  is 

within  the  context  
of  this  service  

that 
the  functions  

of  telecommand,  
tracking 

and  some  telemetering  
are  accommo¬ dated.  All  U.S.  

proposals  
in  this  area 

were  adopted  
by  the  Conference,  

result¬ 
ing  in  the  following  

provisions  
either  by 

footnote  
or  specific  

allocations  
in  the 

Table: 

137-138  Mc/s _ Telemetering  and 
tracking. 

148.25  Mc/s _ Telecommand. 
154.20  Mc/s _ Telecommand. 
401-402  Mc/s _ Telemetering  (315A 

also  permits  track¬ ing). 

450  Mc/s _ Telecommand. 
1427-1429  Mc/s _ Telecommand. 
1525-1540  Mc/s _ Telemetering  (350A 

also  permits  track¬ ing). 

Additionally,  in  bands  allocated  to  the 
communication-satellite  service,  foot¬ 
note  (374A)  provides  for  the  transmis¬ 
sion  of  telemetering  and  tracking  signals 
by  earth  stations  operating  in  the  earth- 
to-satellite  bands.  All  of  the  above  fre¬ 
quencies  or  bands  of  frequencies  are  set 
forth  in  detail  in  the  Appendix  hereto. 
Also  adopted  by  the  Conference,  but  not 
proposed  for  inclusion  in  the  national 
Table,  at  this  time,  is  footnote  (393A) 
to  allow  the  use  of  the  band  7120-7130 
Mc/s  for  general  telecommand  purposes. 

1

5

.

 

 

Radio  Astronomy.  little  or  no 

change  

is  
necessary  

in  
our  

national 
Table  

to  
align  

with  
the  

international  

al¬ locations  

for  
this  

service.  

This  
results from  

the  
fact  

that  
the  

U.S.  
has  

had  
ex¬ clusive  

allocations  

to  
the  

service  

for  
a 

number  

of  
years  

and  
had  

proposed  

to 
the  

Conference  

that  
exclusivity  

be  
ex¬ panded  

internationally.  

Virtually  

all 
U.S.  

proposals  

in  
this  

area  
were  

adopted 
by  the  

Conference,  

enhancing  

greatly  

the international  

status  

of  
the  

radio astronomy  

service  

in  
the  

following 

bands: 
37.75-38.25  Mc/s  2690-2700  Mc/s 
73.0-74.6  Mc/s  4990-5000  Mc/s 
404-406  Mc/s  10.68-10.7  Gc/s 
1400-1427  Mc/s  19.3-19.4  Gc/s 

1664.4-1668.4  Mc/s  31.3-31.5  Gc/s 

*The  details  of  allocation  will  be  found  in 
the  Appendix  hereto  where  it  should  be 
noted,  among  other  things,  that  US21  as 
applied  to  the  band  73.0-74.6  Mc/s  would 
require  existing  operational  fixed  sta¬ 
tions  in  that  band  to  protect  radio 
astronomy  observatories  of  other  coun¬ 
tries  from  harmful  interference.  Atten¬ 
tion  is  also  invited  to  footnote  US81 
which  limits  radio  astronomy  in  the  band 
37.75-38.25  Mc/s  to  that  portion  between 38  0-38.16  Mc/s. 

1

6

.

 

 

Also  proposed  
by  the  U.S.  and 

adopted  
by  
the  
Conference  

was  
a  
new numbered  

paragraph  

in  
the  
Radio  
Reg¬ 

ulations,  No.  116A,  to  clarify  the  status 
of  the  radio  astronomy  service  in  the 
resolution  of  cases  of  harmful  interfer¬ 
ence  to  that  service.  Harmful  interfer¬ 
ence  is  defined  (No.  93)  as 

Any  emission,  radiation  or  induction  which 
endangers  the  functioning  of  a  radionaviga¬ 
tion  service  or  of  other  safety  services  or 

seriously  degrades,  obstructs  or  repeatedly 
interrupts  a  radiocommunication  service 

operating  in  accordance  with  these  Regu¬ 
lations. 

As  defined  (Nos.  74  and  75)  the  radio 

astronomy  service  is  not  a  radiocom¬ 
munication  service.  No.  116A  states,  in 
part,  “*  *  *  For  the  purpose  of  resolving 
cases  of  harmful  interference,  the  radio 
astronomy  service  shall  be  treated  as  a 

radiocommunication  service  *  *  *”  Al¬ though  it  is  not  proposed  to  incorporate 
this  expression  in  our  rules,  it  will  be 
given  due  cognizance  in  the  resolution 
of  interference  cases. 

17.  Aviation  Services.  As  mentioned 
in  paragraph  5,  by  virtue  of  changes  in 
definitions  and  the  addition  of  footnotes 
(352A)  and  (352B),  the  use  of  space 
techniques  can  now  be  exploited  by  the 
aeronautical  mobile  and  aeronautical 
radionavigation  services  in  a  number  of 
bands  already  allocated  to  those  serv¬ 
ices.  Attention  is  invited  to  the  fre¬ 
quency  bands  117.975-136  Mc/s,  1540- 
1660  Mc/s,  4200-4400  Mc/s,  5000-5250 
Mc/s  and  15.4-15.7  Gc/s  in  the  Appendix 
hereto. 

18.  In  addition  to  the  proposed 
changes  mentioned  specifically  in  the 

preceding  paragraphs,  the  attached  Ap¬ 
pendix  contains  a  number  of  changes 
which  are  editorial  in  nature.  To  con¬ 
form  with  the  international  Table  of 

Frequency  Allocations,  the  term  “giga- 
cycles  per  second”  (Gc/s)  has  been  in¬ 
troduced  in  our  national  Table  for  fre¬ 
quencies  above  10,500  Mc/s.  As  a  con¬ 
sequence,  editorial  changes  are  required 
in  various  NG  or  US  footnotes  to  the 
Table. 

19.  As  noted  earlier,  the  partial  revi¬ 
sion  of  the  Radio  Regulations  by  the 
Final  Acts  of  the  Space  EARC  is  sched¬ 
uled  to  enter  into  force  internationally 
on  January  1, 1965. 

20.  This  proposal  to  amend  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  is  issued  under  the  au¬ 
thority  of  sections  4(i)  and  303  (r)  of 
the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended. 

21.  Comments  in  support  of  or  in  op¬ 
position  to  the  proposed  amendments 
may  be  filed  on  or  before  January  15, 
1965.  Reply  comments  may  be  filed  on 
or  before  January  25,  1965.  All  relevant 
and  timely  comments  and  reply  com¬ 
ments  will  be  considered  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  before  final  action  is  taken  in 

this  proceeding.  In  reaching  its  deci¬ 
sion  in  this  proceeding,  the  Commission 
may  also  take  into  account  other  relevant 
information  before  it,  in  addition  to  the 
specific  comments  invited  by  this  Notice. 

22.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 

of  §  1.215(b)  of  the  Commission’s  rules, 
an  original  and  14  copies  of  all  state¬ 
ments,  briefs,  or  comments  filed  shall  be 

furnished  the  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

Adopted:  December  2, 1964. 
Released:  December 4, 1964. 

Federal  Communications 

Commission,1 [seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 
Secretary. 

Part  2  is  amended  as  follows : 

§  2.1  [Amended] 
1.  Section  2.1  is  amended  as  follows: 

a.  The  definition  of  “Earth-space 
service”  is  deleted. 

b.  The  following  definitions  are 
amended  to  read  as  set  forth  below: 

Aeronautical  station.  A  land  station 
in  the  aeronautical  mobile  service.  In 
certain  instances  an  aeronautical  sta¬ 
tion  may  be  placed  on  board  a  ship  or 
an  earth  satellite. 

Aircraft  station.  A  mobile  station  in 
the  aeronautical  mobile  service  on  board 
an  aircraft  or  an  air-space  vehicle. 
Earth  station.  A  station  in  the 

space  service  located  either  on  the 
earth’s  surface,  including  on  board  a 
ship,  or  on  board  an  aircraft. 
Space  service.  A  radiocommunica¬ 

tion  service: 

— between  earth  stations  and  space  sta¬ tions, 

— or  between  space  stations, 
— or  between  earth  stations  when  the 

signals  are  re-transmitted  by  space 
stations,  or  transmitted  by  reflec¬ 
tion  from  objects  in  space,  excluding 

reflection  or  scattering  by  the  iono¬ 

sphere  or  within  the  earth’s  at¬ 
mosphere. 

Space  station.  A  station  in  the  space 

service  located  on  an  object  which  is  be¬ 
yond,  is  intended  to  go  beyond,  or  has 
been  beyond,  the  major  portion  of  the 
earth’s  atmosphere. 

c

.

 

 

The  following  new  definitions  are 

added  

in  
proper  

alphabetical  

sequence: 

Active  satellite.  An  earth  satellite 
carrying  a  station  intended  to  transmit 
or  re-transmit  radiocommunication  sig¬ 
nals. 

Communication-satellite  earth  sta¬ 
tion.  An  earth  station  in  the  communi¬ 
cation-satellite  service. 
Communication- satellite  service.  A 

space  service: 
— between  earth  stations,  when  using 

active  or  passive  satellites  for  the  ex¬ 
change  of  communications  of  the  fixed 
or  mobile  service,  or 

— between  an  earth  station  and  stations 
on  active  satellites  for  the  exchange 
of  communications  of  the  mobile  serv¬ 
ice,  with  a  view  to  their  re-transmis¬ 
sion  to  or  from  stations  in  the  mobile 
service. 

Communication-satellite  space  sta¬ 
tion.  A  space  station  in  the  communi¬ 
cation-satellite  service,  on  an  earth 
satellite. 

1  Commissioners  Hyde,  Bartley  and  Loe- 
vinger  absent. 
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Deep  space.  Space  at  distances  from 
the  earth  equal  to  or  greater  than  the 
distance  between  the  earth  and  the 
moon. 

Fixed  earth  station.  An  earth  station 
intended  to  be  used  at  a  specified  fixed 

point. 
Meteor ological-satellite  earth  station. 

An  earth  station  in  the  meteorological- 
satellite  service. 

Meteorological-satellite  service.  A 
space  service  in  which  the  results  of 
meteorological  observations,  made  by 
instruments  on  earth  satellites,  are 
transmitted  to  earth  stations  by  space 
stations  on  these  satellites. 

Meteorological-satellite  space  station. 
A  space  station  in  the  meteorological- 
satellite  service,  on  an  earth  satellite. 

Mobile  earth  station.  An  earth  sta¬ 
tion  Intended  to  be  used  while  in  motion 
or  during  halts  at  unspecified  points. 

Passive  satellite.  An  earth  satellite 
intended  to  transmit  radiocommunica¬ 
tion  signals  by  reflection. 

Radio  astronomy  station.  A  station 

"in  the  radio  astronomy  service. 
Radionavigation-satellite  earth  sta¬ 

tion.  An  earth  station  in  the  radio¬ 
navigation-satellite  service. 

Radionavigation-satellite  service.  A 
service  using  space  stations  on  earth 
satellites  for  the  purpose  of  radionavi¬ 
gation,  including,  in  certain  cases,  trans¬ 
mission  or  re-transmission  of  supple¬ 
mentary  information  necessary  for  the 
operation  of  the  radionavigation  system. 

Radionavigation-satellite  space  sta¬ 
tion.  A  space  station  in  the  radionavi¬ 
gation-satellite  service,  on  an  earth 
satellite. 

Spacecraft.  Any  type  of  space  vehicle 
including  an  earth  satellite  or  a  deep- 
space  probe,  whether  manned  or  un¬ 
manned. 
Space  research  earth  station.  An 

earth  station  in  the  space  research 
service. 

Space  research  service.  A  space  serv¬ 
ice  in  which  spacecraft  or  other  objects 
in  space  are  used  for  scientific  or  tech¬ 
nological  research  purposes. 

Space  research  space  station.  A  space 
station  in  the  space  research  service. 

Space  telecommand.  The  use  of  radio¬ 
communication  for  the  transmission  of 
signals  to  a  space  station  to  initiate, 
modify  or  terminate  functions  of  the 
equipment  on  a  space  object,  including 
the  space  station. 

Space  telemetering.  The  use  of  tele¬ 
metering  for  the  transmission  from  a 
space  station  of  results  of  measurements 
made  in  a  spacecraft,  including  those  re¬ 
lating  to  the  functioning  of  the  space¬ 
craft. 

Space  tracking.  Determination  of  the 
orbit,  velocity  or  instantaneous  position 
of  an  object  in  space  by  means  of  radio¬ 
determination,  excluding  primary  radar, 
for  the  purpose  of  following  the  move¬ 
ment  of  the  object. 

Stationary  satellite.  A  satellite,  the 
circular  orbit  of  which  lies  in  the  plane 

of  the  earth's  equator  and  which  turns 

about  the  polar  axis  of  the  earth  in  the 
same  direction  and  with  the  same  period 

as  those  of  the  earth’s  rotation. 
Terrestrial  service.  Any  radio  service 

defined  in  this  Part,  other  than  a  space 
service  or  the  radio  astronomy  service. 

Terrestrial  station.  A  station  in  a 
terrestrial  service. 

2.  Section  2.100  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  2.100  International  regulations  in 
force. 

The  Radio  Regulations  (Geneva, 
1959),  which  became  effective  interna¬ 
tionally  on  May  1,  1961,  were  incorpo¬ 
rated  to  the  extent  practicable  in  Sub¬ 
parts  A  and  B  of  this  part  and  became 
effective  nationally  on  December  1,  1961. 
The  Radio  Regulations  were  subse¬ 
quently  revised,  in  part,  by  the  Extraor¬ 
dinary  Administrative  Radio  Confer¬ 
ence  (Geneva,  1963)  which  specified 
January  1,  1965  as  the  effective  date  of 
the  revision.  The  partial  revision  has 
also  been  incorporated  to  the  extent 
practicable  in  Subparts  A  and  B  of  this 
Part  and  is  applicable  nationally,  effec¬ 
tive  _ ,  19 _ _ 

3.  In  §  2.102,  paragraphs  (a),  (b)  (4), 
(5),  and  (6)  are  amended  to  read: 

§  2.102  Assignment  of  frequencies. 

(a)  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in 
this  section,  the  assignment  of  frequen¬ 
cies  and  bands  of  frequencies  to  all  sta¬ 
tions  and  classes  of  stations  and  the 
licensing  and  authorizing  of  the  use  of 
all  such  frequencies  between  10  kc/s  and 
90  Gc/s,  and  the  actual  use  of  such  fre¬ 
quencies  for  radiocommunication  or  for 
any  other  purpose,  including  the  transfer 
of  energy  by  radio,  shall  be  in  accordance 
with  the  Table  of  Frequency  Allocations 
in  §  2.106. 

(b)  •  •  • 

(4)  Experimental  stations  engaged 
solely  in  ionospheric  sounding  by  means 
of  the  technique  of  sweeping  a  band  of 
frequencies  may  be  authorized  the  use 
of  any  band  or  bands  or  frequencies  not 
allocated,  on  an  exclusive  or  shared  basis, 
to  the  radio  astronomy  service. 

(5)  Experimental  stations  to  be  oper¬ 
ated  pursuant  to  a  contractual  agree¬ 
ment  with  the  United  States  Government 
and  intended  for  the  sole  and  express 
purpose  of  developing  equipment  or  a 
technique  to  be  employed  by  stations 
belonging  to  and  operated  by  the  United 
States  may  be  authorized  the  use  of  any 
frequency  which  is  not  in  a  band  allo¬ 
cated,  on  an  exclusive  or  shared  basis, 
to  the  radio  astronomy  service. 

(6)  Experimental  stations  Intended 
for  the  sole  and  express  purpose  of  de¬ 
veloping  equipment  or  a  technique  to  be 
employed  by  stations  under  the  jurisdic¬ 
tion  of  a  foreign  government  may  be  au¬ 
thorized  the  use  of  any  frequency  which 
is  not  in  a  band  allocated  to  the  amateur 
service  or  the  radio  astronomy  service. 
•  •  •  •  • 

4.  Section  2.104  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  2.104  Radio  astronomy  station  notifi. 

cation. 

(a)  Pursuant  to  No.  639AC,  Article  9A  ' 
and  Section  F  of  Appendix  1A  to  the 
international  Radio  Regulations  (as  re¬ 
vised,  Geneva,  1963),  operators  of  radio 
astronomy  stations  desiring  interna¬ 
tional  recognition  of  their  use  of  specific 
radio  astronomy  frequencies  or  bands  of 
frequencies  for  reception,  should  file  the 
following  information  with  the  Commis- 
sion  for  inclusion  in  the  Master  inter¬ 
national  Frequency  Register: 

(1)  The  center  of  the  frequency  band 
observed,  in  kc/s  up  to  30,000  kc/s  in¬ 
clusive,  and  in  Mc/s  above  30,000  kc/s. 

(2)  Date  of  putting  into  use  (actual  or 
foreseen,  as  appropriate). 

(3)  Name  and  location  of  the  station, 
including  geographical  co-ordinates  in 

degrees  and  minutes. (4)  Width  of  frequency  band  observed 

by  the  station. (5)  Antenna  type  and  dimensions,  ef¬ 
fective  area  and  angular  coverage  in 
azimuth  and  elevation. 

(6)  Maximum  hours  of  reception 
(G.M.T.)  of  the  frequency  band  shown 
in  subparagraph  (1)  of  this  paragraph. 

(7)  Overall  receiving  system  noise 

temperature  (°K). (8)  Class  of  observations  to  be  taken 

on  the  frequency  band  shown  in  sub- 
paragraph  (1)  of  this  paragraph.  Class 
A  observations  are  those  in  which  the 

sensitivity  of  the  equipment  is  not  a  pri¬ 
mary  factor.  Class  B  observations  are 
those  of  such  a  nature  that  they  can  be 

made  only  with  advanced  low-noise  re¬ 
ceivers  using  the  best  techniques. 

(b)  Observations  being  conducted  on 

frequencies  or  frequency  bands  not  al¬ 
located  to  the  radio  astronomy  service 
should  be  reported  as  in  paragraph  (a) 
of  th’s  section  for  information  purposes. 
Information  in  this  category  will  not  be 

submitted  for  entry  in  the  Master  Inter¬ 
national  Frequency  Register  and  protec¬ 
tion  from  interference  will  not  be  af¬ 
forded  such  operations  by  stations  in 
other  services. 

5.  In  §2.105,  paragraph  (h)(1)  is amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  2.105  Application  and  format  of  the 
Table  of  Frequency  Allocations. 
•  *  *  •  * 

(h)  *  •  * 

(1)  Any  footnote  consisting  of  three 
digits  or  three  digets  and  a  one  or  two 

letter  suffix,  e.g.,  (170)  or  (215A),  de¬ 
notes  a  paragraph  in  the  Geneva  (1959) 
Radio  Regulations  as  amended  by  the 
Space  Conference  (Geneva,  1963). 
Where  such  a  footnote  is  applicable, 

without  modification,  to  the  national 

Table  of  Frequency  Allocations,  the  sym¬ 

bol  appears  in  the  national  table  as well  as  in  Column  1,  2,  3  or  4. 

•  •  •  •  • 
§  2.106  [Amended] 

6.  Section  2.106  is  amended  as  follows: 
a.  The  table  is  amended,  in  part,  to read  as  follows: 
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having  services  operating  In  accordance  with 
the  Table,  which  may  be  affected. 

( 285B )  Stations  operating  In  the  fixed  and 
mobile  services  may  continue  to  use  this 
band  until  1  January  1969.  This  cessation 
date  shall  not  apply  In  Austria,  Bulgaria, 

Cuba,  Hungary,  Iran,  Kuwait,  Morocco,  Pak¬ 
istan,  the  Netherlands,  Poland,  the  United 
Arab  Republic,  Yugoslavia  and  Roumania 
where  the  fixed  and  mobile  services  will  con¬ 
tinue  to  have  equal  primary  status  with  the 

radionavlgatlon-satelllte  service.  (See  Rec¬ 
ommendation  No.  6A.) 

(309A)  Space  stations  employing  frequen¬ 
cies  in  the  band  267-273  Mc/s  for  telemeter¬ 
ing  purposes  may  also  transmit  tracking  sig¬ 
nals  in  the  band. 

(309B)  In  the  band  267-272  Mc/s  indi¬ 
vidual  administrations  may  use  space  telem¬ 
etering  in  their  countries  on  a  primary 
basis,  subject  to  the  agreement  of  the  ad¬ 
ministrations  concerned  and  those  having 
services  operating  In  accordance  with  the 
Table,  which  may  be  affected. 

(311A)  Stations  operating  In  the  fixed 
and  mobile  services  may  continue  to  use  this 
band  until  1  January  1969.  This  cessation 
date  shall  not  apply  In  Bulgaria,  Cuba, 
Greece,  Hungary,  Iran,  Kuwait.  Lebanon. 
Morocco,  the  United  Arab  Republic  and 
Yugoslavia  where  the  fixed  and  mobile  serv¬ 
ices  will  continue  to  have  equal  status  with 
the  radionavlgatlon-satelllte  service.  (See 
Recommendation  No.  6A.) 

(3 ISA)  Space  stations  employing  frequen¬ 
cies  between  401-402  Mc/s  for  telemetering 
purposes  may  also  transmit  tracking  signals 
in  this  band. 

(318A)  In  Bulgaria,  Cuba,  Hungary,  Po¬ 
land,  Roumania,  Czechoslovakia  and  the 

U.S.S.R.,  the  band  460-470  Mc/s  may  be  used, 
on  a  primary  basis,  by  the  meteorological - 
satellite  service  subject  to  agreement  among 
administrations  concerned  and  those  having 
services,  or  intending  to  Introduce  services, 
operating  in  accordance  with  the  Table, 
which  may  be  affected. 

(319A)  The  band  449.75-450.25  Mc/s  may 
be  used  for  space  telecommand,  subject  to 
agreement  among  the  administrations  con¬ 
cerned  and  those  having  services  operating 
in  accordance  with  the  Table,  which  may  be 
affected. 

(324A)  It  is  intended  that  meteorological - 
satellite  space  stations  operating  in  this  band 
shall  transmit  to  selected  earth  stations.  The 

location  of  such  earth  stations  is  subject 
to  agreement  among  administrations  con¬ 
cerned  and  those  having  services  operating 
in  accordance  with  the  Table,  which  may  be 
affected. 

(332)  In  Region  1,  except  the  African 
Broadcasting  Area,  the  band  606-614  Mc/s, 
and  in  Region  3,  the  band  610-614  Mc/s  may 
be  used  by  the  radio  astronomy  service.  Ad¬ 
ministrations  shall  avoid  using  the  band 
concerned  for  the  broadcasting  service  as 
long  as  possible,  and  thereafter,  as  far  as 
practicable,  6hall  avoid  the  use  of  such  effec¬ 
tive  radiated  powers  as  will  cause  harmful 
interference  to  radio  astronomy  observations. 

In  Region  2,  the  band  608-614  Mc/s  Is 
reserved  exclusively  for  the  radio  astronomy 
service  until  the  first  Administrative  Radio 
Conference  after  1  January  1974  which  Is 
competent  to  review  this  provision;  however, 
this  provision  does  not  apply  to  Cuba. 

(339A)  Specific  portions  of  the  frequency 
band  900-960  Mc/s  may  also  be  used,  on  a 
secondary  basis,  for  experimental  purposes  in 
connection  with  space  research. 

(350A)  Space  stations  employing  frequen¬ 
cies  in  the  band  1525-1540  Mc/s  for  tele¬ 
metering  purposes  may  also  transmit  track¬ 
ing  signals  in  the  band. 

(350D)  In  Cuba,  the  band  1525-1535  Mc/s 
is  also  allocated,  on  a  primary  basis,  to  the 
mobile  service. 

(352A)  The  bands  1540-1660  Mc/s,  4200- 
4400  Mc/s,  5000-5250  Mc/s  and  15.4-15.7 
Gc/8  are  reserved,  on  a  world-wide  basis,  for 
the  use  and  development  of  airborne  elec¬ 

tronic  aids  to  air  navigation  and  any  directly 

associated  ground-based  or  satellite-borne 
facilities. 

(352B)  The  bands  1640-1660  Mc/s,  5000- 
5250  Mc/s  and  15.4-15.7  Gc/s  are  also  allo¬ 
cated  to  the  aeronautical  mobile  (R)  service 
for  the  use  and  development  of  systems  using 
space  communication  techniques.  Such  use 
and  development  is  subject  to  agreement  and 
co-ordination  between  administrations  con¬ 
cerned  and  those  having  services  operating 
in  accordance  with  the  Table,  which  may  be 
affected. 

(353A)  In  view  of  the  successful  detection 
of  two  spectral  lines  in  the  region  of  1665 

Mc/s  and  1667  Mc/s  by  astronomers,  admin¬ 
istrations  are  urged  to  give  all  practicable 

protection  in  the  band  1664.4-1668.4  Mc/s 
for  future  research  in  radio  astronomy. 

(354A)  In  Algeria,  Bulgaria,  Cuba,  Hun¬ 
gary,  Kuwait,  Lebanon,  Morocco.  Pakistan, 
Poland,  the  United  Arab  Republic,  Yugo¬ 
slavia,  Roumania,  Czechoslovakia  and  the 

U.S.S.R.,  the  bands  1660-1670  Mc/s  and  1690- 
1700  Mc/s  are  also  allocated  to  the  fixed 

service  and  the  mobile,  except  aeronautical 
mobile,  service. 

(355A)  In  Cuba,  the  band  1700-1710  Mc/s 
is  also  allocated  to  the  fixed  and  mobile 
services. 

(356AA)  In  Bulgaria,  Cuba,  Hungary,  Po¬ 
land,  Roumania,  Czechoslovakia,  and  the 

U.S.S.R.,  the  meteorological-satellite  service, 
in  the  band  1770-1790  Mc/s,  shall  be  on  a 

primary  basis,  subject  to  co-ordination  with 
the  administrations  concerned  and  those 

having  services  operating  in  accordance  with 
the  Table,  which  may  be  affected  by  the  sit¬ 
ing  of  earth  stations. 

(356A)  The  band  2110-2120  Mc/s  may  be 
used  for  telecommand  in  conjunction  with 
spacecraft  engaged  in  deep  space  research, 

subject  to  agreement  between  the  adminis¬ 
trations  concerned  and  those  having  services 
operating  in  accordance  with  the  Table, 
which  may  be  affected. 

(356B)  In  Cuba,  the  band  2290-2300  Mc/s 
is  also  allocated  to  the  fixed  and  mobile 
services. 

( 364 A )  In  Algeria,  Bulgaria,  Cuba,  Hun¬ 
gary,  India,  Israel,  Kuwait,  Lebanon,  Morocco, 
Pakistan,  the  Philippines,  Poland,  the  United 
Arab  Republic,  Yugoslavia,  Roumania, 
Czechoslovakia  and  the  U.S.S.R.,  the  band 

2690-2700  Mc/s  is  also  allocated  to  the  fixed 
and  mobile  services. 

(374A)  This  band  may  also  be  used  for  the 
transmission  of  tracking  and  telemetering 

signals  associated  with  communication-satel¬ 
lite  space  stations  operating  in  the  same 
band. 

(383A)  In  Cuba,  the  band  4990-5000  Mc/s 
is  also  allocated  to  the  fixed  and  mobile  serv¬ 
ices,  and  the  provisions  of  No.  365  apply. 

(389A)  In  Bulgaria,  Cuba,  Hungary,  Po¬ 
land,  Roumania,  Czechoslovakia  and  the 

U.S.S.R.,  the  space  research  service  is  a  pri¬ 
mary  service  in  the  band  5670-5725  Mc/s. 

(392A)  This  band  may  also  be  used  for  the 
transmission  of  telecommand  signals  asso¬ 
ciated  with  communication-satellite  earth 
stations  operating  in  the  same  band. 

(392C)  Stations  of  the  fixed  and  mobile 
services,  previously  authorized  in  the  bands 

7250-7300  Mc/s  and  7975-8025  Mc/s,  may  con¬ 
tinue  to  operate  until  1  January  1969.  This 
provision  does  not  apply  to  the  countries 
listed  in  Nos.  392G  and  392H. 

(392D)  As  an  exception,  passive  communi¬ 
cation-satellite  systems  also  may  be  accom¬ 
modated  in  the  band  7250-7750  Mc/s,  sub¬ 

ject  to:  v 
(a)  Agreement  between  administrations 

concerned  and  those  whose  services,  operat¬ 
ing  in  accordance  with  the  Table,  may  be 
affected; 

(b)  The  co-ordination  procedure  laid  down 
in  Articles  9  and  9A. 

Such  systems  shall  not  cause  any  more  in¬ 
terference  at  active  earth  station  receivers 

than  would  be  caused  by  fixed  or  mobile  serv¬ 

ices.  Power-flux  density  limitations  at  the 

earth’s  surface  after  reflection  from  the 
passive  communication-satellites  shall  not 
exceed  those  prescribed  in  these  Regulations 

for  active  communication-satellite  systems. 
The  maximum  effective  power  radiated  in 

any  direction  in  the  horizontal  plane  by  earth 
stations  of  passive  satellite  systems  shall  not 
exceed  +55  dbW,  not  taking  the  site  shield¬ 
ing  factor  into  account.  If  the  distance  be¬ 
tween  a  transmitting  station  of  a  passive 

system  and  the  territory  of  another  adminis¬ 
tration  exceeds  400  km,  this  limitation  may 
be  increased  in  that  direction  by  2  db  for 
each  100  km  in  excess  of  400  km  up  to  a 

maximum  of  65  dbW. 

(392P)  In  the  bands  7200-7250  Mc/s  and 
7300-7750  Mc/s,  the  meteorological -satellite 
service  may  use  a  band  up  to  100  Mc/s  in 
width  on  a  primary  basis.  These  bands  may 
also  be  used  for  the  transmission  of  tracking 
and  telemetering  signals  associated  with 

meteorological-satellite  space  stations  oper¬ 

ating  in  the  same  band. 
(392G)  In  Algeria,  Austria,  Bulgaria,  Cy¬ 

prus,  Cuba,  Ethiopia,  Finland,  Hungary, 
Japan,  Kuwait,  Lebanon,  Liberia,  Malaysia, 
Morocco,  the  Philippines,  Poland,  the  United 
Arab  Republic,  Yugoslavia,  Roumania, 
Sweden,  Switzerland,  Czechoslovakia,  and  the 

U.S.S.R.,  the  band  7250-7300  Mc/s  is  also 
allocated  to  the  fixed  and  mobile  services. 

(329H)  In  Algeria,  Bulgaria,  Cuba,  Ethi¬ 
opia,  Finland,  Hungary,  Japan,  Kuwait, 
Lebanon,  Morocco,  Poland,  the  United  Arab 

Republic,  Yugoslavia,  Roumania,  Sweden, 
Switzerland,  Czechoslovakia,  and  the 

U.S.S.R.,  the  band  7975-8025  Mc/s  is  also 
allocated  to  the  fixed  and  mobile  services. 

(393A)  The  band  7120-7130  Mc/s  may  be 
used  for  telecommand  in  association  with 

space  services,  subject  to  agreement  between 
the  administrations  concerned  and  those 

having  services  operating  in  accordance  with 
the  Table,  which  may  be  affected. 

(394C)  In  Cuba,  the  band  8400-8500  Mc/a is  also  allocated  to  the  fixed  and  mobile 
services. 

(401  A)  The  band  9975-10025  Mc/s  may  be 
vised  by  weather  radar  on  meteorological- satellites. 

( 405B )  In  Algeria,  Bulgaria,  Cuba,  Hun¬ 

gary,  Japan,  Kuwait,  Lebanon,  Pakistan,  Po¬ 
land,  the  United  Arab  Republic,  Yugoslavia, 
Roumania,  Czechoslovakia,  and  the  U.S.S.R., 
the  band  10.68-10.7  Gc/s  is  also  allocated  to 
the  fixed  and  mobile  services. 

(409A)  In  Algeria,  Bulgaria,  Cuba,  Hun¬ 
gary,  Kuwait,  Lebanon,  Morocco,  Pakistan, 
Poland,  the  United  Arab  Republic,  Yugo¬ 
slavia,  Roumania,  Czechoslovakia,  and  the 

U.S.S.R.,  the  band  15.25-15.35  Gc/s  is  also 
allocated  to  the  fixed  and  mobile  services. 

(409C)  In  Algeria,  Bulgaria,  Cuba,  Hun¬ 
gary,  Kuwait,  Lebanon,  Morocco,  Pakistan, 
Poland,  the  United  Arab  Republic,  Yugo¬ 
slavia,  Roumania,  Czechoslovakia,  and  the 
U.S.S.R.,  the  band  15.35-15.4  Gc/s  is  also 
allocated  to  the  fixed  and  mobile  services. 

(409D)  In  Bulgaria,  Cuba,  Hungary,  Ku¬ 
wait,  Lebanon,  Poland,  the  United  Arab  Re¬ 
public,  Roumania,  Czechoslovakia,  and  the 

U.S.S.R.,  the  band  19.3-19.4  Gc/s  is  also  allo¬ cated  to  the  fixed  and  mobile  services. 

(412A)  In  Bulgaria,  Cuba,  Hungary, 

Poland,  the  United  Arab  Republic,  Rou¬ 
mania,  Czechoslavakia,  and  the  U.S.S.R., 
the  band  31.3-31.5  Gc/s  is  also  allocated  to the  fixed  and  mobile  services. 

(412B)  In  Bulgaria,  Cuba,  Hungary, 

Poland,  Yugoslavia,  RoUmania,  Czechoslo¬ 
vakia,  and  the  U.S.S.R.,  the  space  research 

service  is  a  primary  service  in  the  band  31.8- 
32.3  Gc/s. 

(412C)  In  Bulgaria,  Cuba,  Hungary. 
Poland,  Roumania,  Czechoslovakia,  and  the 

U.S.S.R.,  the  space  research  service  is  a 

primary  service  in  the  band  34.2-35.2  Gc/s. 

(412D)  The  band  34.4-34.5  Gc/s  may  be 

used  by  weather  radar  devices  on  meteor¬ 

ological  satellites  for  the  detection  of  cloud. 
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(412E)  In  Bulgaria,  Cuba,  Hungary, 

Poland,  Yugoslavia,  Roumanla,  Czechoslo¬ 

vakia,  and  the  U.S.S.R.,  the  band  36.5- 

97  5  gc/s  is  also  allocated  to  the  radio  as¬ 

tronomy  service. 

(412F)  In  Cuba  and  India,  the  band  83- 

33.4  Gc/s  is  also  allocated  to  the  radio  as¬ 

tronomy  service. 
(412G)  In  Bulgaria,  Cuba,  Hungary, 

Poland,  Yugoslavia,  Roumanla,  Czecho¬ 

slovakia  and  the  U.S.S.R.,  the  band  33.4-34 
Gc/s  is  also  allocated  to  the  radio  astronomy 

service. 
(412H)  In  Bulgaria,  Cuba,  Hungary, 

Poland,  Roumanla,  Czechoslovakia,  and  the 
U.S.S.R.,  the  space  research  service  is  a 

primary  service  in  the  band  31-31.3  Gc/s. 

e.  Footnote  NG48  is  deleted  from  the 
NG  footnotes  following  the  Table  of  Fre¬ 
quency  Allocations  in  §  2.106. 

f.  Footnote  NG41  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

NG41  Frequencies  in  the  bands  3700- 
4200  Mc/s,  5925-6426  Mc/s,  and  10.7-11.7 
Gc/s  may  also  be  assigned  to  stations  in  the 
International  fixed  public  and  international 
control  services  located  in  U.S.  Possessions  in 
the  Caribbean  area. 

g.  Footnotes  US22,  US63,  US64,  US73, 
US75,  and  US76  are  deleted  from  the  US 
footnotes  following  the  Table  of  Fre¬ 
quency  Allocations  in  §  2.106. 

h.  The  following  US  footnotes  (intro¬ 
ductory  text  only  for  US7)  to  the  Table 
in  §  2.106  arte  amended  to  read : 

US7  In  the  band  420-450  Mc/s  and  within 
the  following  areas,  the  DC  plate  power  in¬ 
put  to  the  final  stage  of  a  transmitter  em¬ 
ployed  in  the  amateur  service  shall  not  ex¬ 
ceed  50  watts,  unless  expressly  authorized  by 
the  Commission  after  mutual  agreement,  on 

t  case-by-case  basis,  between  the  Federal 
Communications  Commission  Engineer  in 
Charge  at  the  applicable  District  Office  and 
the  Military  Area  Frequency  Coordinator  at 

,  the  applicable  military  base: 
***** 

US21  Existing  Government  operations 
and  non-Govemment  stations  authorized  in 

this  band  as  of  December  1,  1961,  may  con¬ 
tinue  and  shall  not  be  required  to  afford 
protection  to  radio  astronomy  observatories 
within  the  United  States  and  its  possessions. 
However,  by  International  agreement,  such 

stations  must  afford  protection' to  the  ob¬ servatories  of  other  countries. 

US26  The  bands  117.975-121.425  Mc/S, 
123.575-128.825  Mc/s  and  132.025-136  Mc/s 
are  for  air  traffic  control  communications. 

US35  Except  as  provided  by  footnotes 
U86  and  US87,  the  only  non-Government 
service  permitted  in  the  band  420-450  Mc/s 
is  the  amateur  service.  The  amateur  service 
shall  not  cause  harmful  interference  to  the 
radiolocation  service. 
US53  In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  band 

13.25-13.4  Gc/s  is  allocated  exclusively  to 
floppier  navigation  aids,  Government  and 
non-Government  airborne  doppler  radars  in 
the  aeronautical  radio-navigation  service 
we  permitted  in  the  band  8750-8850  Mc/s 
only  on  the  condition  that  they  must  accept 
jny  interference  which  may  be  experienced 
from  stations  in  the  radiolocation  service  in 
the  band  8500-10000  Mc/s. 
US58  In  the  band  10,000-10,500  Mc/s, 

pulsed  emissions  are  prohibited,  except  for 
weather  radars  on  board  meteorological 
satellites  in  the  band  10.000-10,025  Mc/s. 
The  amateur  service  and  the  non-Govern- 
ment  radiolocation  service,  which  shall  not 
°ause  harmful  interference^  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment  radiolocation  service,  are  the  only 
non-Govemment  services  permitted  in  this 

band.  The  non-Government  radiolocation 
service  is  limited  to  survey  operations  using 
transmitters  with  a  power  not  to  exceed 
one  watt  into  the  antenna. 

US60  The  use  of  this  band  by  non-Gov¬ 
ernment  services  is  limited  to  the  space 

(telecommand)  service. 
US62  The  use  of  this  band  by  Govern¬ 

ment  services  is  limited  to  the  space  re¬ 
search  service. 

US69  In  the  band  31.6-33.4  Gc/s,  ground- 
based  radionavigation  aids  are  not  permitted 

except  where  they  operate  in  co-operation 
with  airborne  or  shlpbome  radionavigation 
devices. 
US70  The  meteorological  aids  service  al¬ 

location  in  the  band  400.05-406  Mc/s  does 

not  preclude  the  operation  therein  of  as¬ 
sociated  ground  transmitters. 
US72  In  the  band  24.25-25.25  Gc/s,  Gov¬ 

ernment  radiolocation  devices  (ASDE)  are 

permitted  between  24.25-24.47  Gc/s  on  a 
shared  basis. 
US74  The  radio  astronomy  service  shall 

be  protected  from  extra-band  radiation  only 
to  the  extent  that  such  radiation  exceeds 

the  level  which  would  be  present  if  the 

offending  station  were  operating  in  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  technical  standards  or 
criteria  applicable  to  the  service  in  which 

it  operates. 
US78  In  the  band  1435-1525  Mc/s,  the 

frequencies  between  1435  and  1485  Mc/s  will 
be  assigned  primarily  for  the  flight  testing  of 
manned  aircraft,  or  major  components 
thereof;  the  frequencies  between  1485  and 
1525  Mc/s  will  be  assigned  primarily  for  the 
flight  testing  of  unmanned  aircraft  and 
missiles  or  major  components  thereof.  In¬ 
cluded  as  permissible  usage  for  aeronautical 

telemetering  stations  in  the  band  1435- 
1525  Mc/s  is  telemetry  associated  with 

launching  and  re-entry  into  the  earth’s 
atmosphere,  as  well  as  any  incidental  orbit¬ 
ing  prior  to  re-entry,  of  manned  or  un¬ 
manned  objects  undergoing  flight  tests. 

US81  The  band  38-38.16  Mc/s  may  be 

used  by  both  Government  and  non-Govern¬ 
ment  radio  astronomy  observatories.  No 
new  assignments  are  to  be  made  and  Gov¬ 
ernment  stations  in  the  band  38-38.16  Mc/s 
will  be  moved  to  other  bands  on  a  case-by¬ 
case  basis,  as  required,  to  protect  radio 

astronomy  observations  from  harmful  inter¬ 
ference.  As  an  exception,  however,  low- 
powered  military  transportable  and  mobile 
stations  used  for  tactical  and  training  pur¬ 
poses  will  continue  to  use  the  band.  To  the 
extent  practicable,  the  latter  oi>erations  will 

-  be  adjusted  to  relieve  such  interference  as 
may  be  caused  to  radio  astronomy  observa¬ 
tions.  In  the  event  of  harmful  interference 

from  such  local  operations,  radio  astronomy 
observatories  may  contact  local  military 
commands  directly,  with  a  view  to  effecting 
relief.  A  list  of  military  commands,  areas 
of  coordination,  and  points  of  contact  for 
purposes  of  relieving  interference  may  be 
obtained  upon  request  from  the  Office  of 
Chief  Engineer,  Federal  Communications 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.,  20554. 

i.  The  following  new  US  footnotes  are 
added  to  the  Table  in  §  2.106  in  proper 
numerical  sequence: 

US83  Non-Government  use  of  this  band 

is  limited  to  the  following:  9995-10003  kc/s, 
radio  astronomy  service;  10003-10005  kc/s, 
radio  astronomy  and  space  research  services. 
US84  The  non-Government  use  of  this 

band  is  limited  to  the  space  research  service. 
US85  In  the  bands  117.975-123.075  and 

123.575-136  Mc/s,  the  use  and  development, 
for  the  aeronautical  mobile  (R)  service,  of 
systems  using  space  communication  tech¬ 
niques  may  be  authorized  but  limited 
initially  to  satellite  relay  stations  of  the 
aeronautical  mobile  (R)  service. 

US86  The  frequencies  148.25  Mc/s  ±15 

kc/s  and  154.2  ±15  kc/s  may  be- used  by  Gov¬ 
ernment  and  non-Govemment  stations  for 
space  telecommand  at  specific  locations, 
subject  to  such  conditions  as  may  be  im¬ 
posed  on  a  case-by-case  basis.  With  respect 
to  154.2  Mc/s,  the  commands  are  to  be 
limited  to  short  duration  of  the  order  of 

three  seconds  (“Address  and  execute ’’^com¬ 
mands).  Further,  on  acase-by-case  basis 
and  solely  to  avoid  harmful  interference  to 
non-Government  stations  in  the  land  mobile 
service,  a  comparable  replacement  frequency 
assignment  will  be  made  available  below 
150.8  Mc/s,  if  required. 
US87  The  frequency  450  Mc/s,  with  max¬ 

imum  emission  bandwidth  of  500  kc/s,  may 

be  used  by  Government  and  non-Govem¬ 
ment  stations  for  space  telecommand  at  spe¬ 
cific  locations,  subject  to  such  conditions 

as  may  be  applied  on  a  case-by-case  basis. 
US88  Stations  in  the  broadcasting  service 

will  not  be  authorized  in  the  band  608-614 

Mc/s  prior  to  January  1,  1974.  In  the  in¬ 
terim  the  band  is  available  for  use  by  the 

radio  astronomy  service.  The  radio  astrono¬ 

my  service  shall  be  protected  from  extra¬ 
band  radiation  only  to  the  extent  that  such 
radiation  exceeds  the  level  which  would  be 

present  if  the  offending  station  were  operat¬ 
ing  in  compliance  with  the  technical 
standards  or  criteria  applicable  to  the  service 
in  which  it  operates. 

US89  The  aeronautical  telemetering  fre¬ 
quencies  in  the  band  1525-1535  Mc/s  will  be 
assigned  primarily  for  the  flight  testing  of 
unmanned  aircraft  and  missiles  or  major 

components  thereof.  Included  as  permis¬ 
sible  usage  for  aeronautical  telemetering 

stations  in  the  band  1525-1535  Mc/s  is  telem¬ 
etry  associated  with  launching  and  re¬ 

entry  into  the  earth’s  atmosphere,  a^  well  as 
any  incidental  orbiting  prior  to  re-entry,  of 
manned  or  unmanned  objects  undergoing 

flight  tests. 
US90  The  band  2110-2120  Mc/s  may  be 

used  by  Government  and  non-Govemment 
stations  for  space  telecommand  at  specific 

locations  in  conjunction  with  spacecraft  en¬ 
gaged  in  deep  space  research,  subject  to  such 
conditions  as  may  be  applied  on  a  case-by¬ 
case  basis. 

US91  The  ultimate  disposition  of  this 
band  in  the  communication-satellite  service, 
as  between  Government  and  non-Govern¬ 
ment,  is  deferred.  In  the  meanwhile  the 

non-Govemment  may  exploit  the  4  and  6 
Gc/s  bands  and  the  Government  may  ex¬ 
ploit  the  7  and  8  Gc/s  bands  for  communi¬ 
cation-satellite  service  systems  Intended  to 
become  operational.  Any  modification  of 

this  policy  will  be  discussed  and  agreed  in 
the  FCC/DTM(IRAC)  mechanism  prior  to 
the  filing  of  applications  with  the  IRAC  for 

frequency  assignments  which  are  not  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  foregoing. 

„  US92  In  the  band  7300-7750  Mc/s,  the 
meteorological-satellite  service  may  use  a 
band  up  to  100  Mc/s  in  width.  This  100 

Mc/s  band  may  also  be  used  for  the  trans¬ 
mission  of  tracking  and  telemetering  signals 

associated  with  meteorological-satellite  space 
stations  operating  in  the  same  band. 

US94  The  bands  30.005-30.015  Mc/s  and 
39.986-40.02  Mc/s  are  also  allocated,  on  a 
secondary  basis,  to  the  space  research  service 
for  space  statlon-to-earth  station  transmis¬ sions  only. 

US100  In  the  Additional  Protocol  to  the 
Final  Acts  of  the  Space  EARC,  Geneva,  1963, 
a  declaration  on  behalf  of  the  USA  states 

that  the  USA  cannot  accept  any  obligation  to 
observe  the  exceptions  claimed  by  Cuba  in 
those  footnotes  to  the  Table  of  Frequency 
Allocations  which  were  adopted  by  the  EARC 
and  which  specifically  name  Cuba. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-12666;  Filed,  Dec.  15,  1964; 
8:46  a.m.] 
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SHARED  USE  OF  CERTAIN  FRE¬ 

QUENCY  BANDS  BY  FIXED,  MO¬ 

BILE,  AND  COMMUNICATION- 
SATELLITE  SERVICES 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of  Parts 

21  and  25  of  the  Commission’s  rules  to 
provide  for  the  shared  use  of  the  fre¬ 
quency  bands  3700-4200,  5925-6425, 
7250-7750  and  7900-6400  Mc/s  by  the 
Fixed,  Mobile  and  Communication- 
Satellite  Services. 

1.  Notice  of  proposed  rule  making  in 
the  above-entitled  matter  is  hereby 
given. 

2.  Pursuant  to  Recommendation  No. 
36  of  the  Ordinary  Administrative  Radio 
Conference,  Geneva,  1959,  the  Interna¬ 
tional  Telecommunication  Union  (ITU) 
convened  an  Extraordinary  Administra¬ 
tive  Radio  Conference  (EARC)  in  Ge¬ 
neva,  Switzerland,  on  October  7,  1963,  to 
allocate  frequency  bands  for  space  radio¬ 
communication  purposes  and  for  the 
radio  astronomy  service.  The  Final 
Acts  of  the  EARC,  signed  at  Geneva  on 
November  8, 1963,  and  scheduled  to  enter 
into  force  internationally  on  January  1, 
1965,  constitute  a  partial  revision  of  the 
international  Radio  Regulations,  Ge¬ 
neva,  1959.  The  United  States,  having 
deposited  its  instrument  of  ratification 
of  the  Final  Acts  with  the  Secretary- 
General  of  the  ITU  in  Geneva  on  April 
3,  1964,  is  now  a  party  to  the  Radio 
Regulations  (Geneva,  1959)  as  revised  by 
the  Final  Acts  of  the  Space  EARC. 

3.  By  separate  action  this  date,  in 
Docket  No.  15722,  the  Commission 
adopted  a  notice  of  proposed  rule  making 
looking  toward  the  alignment  of  Part  2 
of  its  rules,  to  the  extent  practicable, 
with  the  frequency  allocation  changes  to 
the  international  Table  of  Frequency 
Allocations  adopted  by  the  Space  EARC. 
Among  other  things,  that  proceeding 
would  provide  for  the  accommodation  of 
telecommand,  telemetering  and  tracking 
functions  common  to  all  space  services 
and  for  the  co-equal  sharing  of  certain 
frequency  bands  above  3700  Mc/s  by 
the  Fixed,  Mobile  and  Communication- 
Satellite  Services. 

4.  It  is  the  purpose  of  the  instant  pro¬ 
ceeding  to  amend  Parts  21  and  25  of  the 
rules  to  set  forth  the  technical  criteria 
to  be  observed  by  the  sharing  services  in 
order  to  minimize  the  possibility  of  mu¬ 
tual  interference.  These  criteria  agree 
with  the  sharing  criteria  adopted  by  the 
Space  EARC  for  the  bands  in  question, 
except  with  respect  to  the  frequency 
band  5925-6425  Mc/s.  Section  25.204  (a) 
below,  proposes  that  the  mean  effective 
radiated  power  transmitted  in  any  direc¬ 
tion  in  the  horizontal  plane  by  a  com¬ 
munication-satellite  earth  station  shall 
not  exceed  +dbW  in  any  4  kc/s  band, 
whereas  the  upper  limit  adopted  by  the 
Space  EARC  was  +55  dbW.  Addition¬ 
ally,  for  the  band  5925-6425  Mc/s,  the 
Commission  is  considering  the  advisa¬ 
bility  of  specifying  in  8  25.205(a) ,  a  min¬ 
imum  angle  of  5°  for  earth  station  trans¬ 
mitting  antennas  as  opposed  to  the  3s 
minimum  specified  in  criteria  adopted 
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by  the  Space  EARC.  Technical  com¬ 
ments  are  invited  especially  on  this  point 
to  assist  the  Commission  in  its  determi¬ 
nation.  In  each  case  these  changes 
would  reduce  the  area  within  the  co¬ 
ordination  distance  contours  drawn 
about  an  earth  station  as  well  as  the 
possibility  of  interference  to  stations  in 
the  terrestrial  services.  It  is  important 
to  determine  the  extent  to  which  such 
changes  might  affect  the  ability  of  earth 
stations  to  communicate  via  satellites. 
Comparable  changes  have  not  been  pro¬ 
posed  in  the  band  7900-8400  Mc/s. 

5.  As  mentioned  in  the  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  referred  to  in  para¬ 
graph  3,  and  in  8  25.202(a)  of  Appendix 
n  to  this  document,  a  determination  has 
not  yet  been  made  as  to  the  disposition 
of  the  frequency  bands  3700-4200,  5925- 
6425,  7250-7750  and  7900-8400  Mc/s  as 
between  Government  and  non-Govem- 
ment  services  for  space  radiocommuni¬ 
cation  purposes.  For  this  reason,  the 
instant  proceeding  assumes  that  all  may 
be  available  to  non-Govemment  space 
users.  It  is  recognized  that  such  as¬ 
sumptions  may  require  amendment  in 
the  light  of  future  developments.  In  any 
event,  it  is  not  contemplated  that  the 
frequency  bands  3700-4200  and  5925- 
6425  Mc/s  will  become  available  to  Gov¬ 
ernment  users  for  fixed  and  mobile  op¬ 
erations,  nor  that  7250-7750  and  7900- 
8400  Mc/s  will  become  available  to  non- 
Govemment  users  for  fixed  and  mobile 
operations,  as  a  result  of  this  proceeding. 

6.  The  importance  of  the  “coordina¬ 
tion  distance”  concept  set  forth  in  de¬ 
tail  in  Appendix  n  and  referred  to  in 
more  general  terms  in  Appendix  I  below, 
cannot  be  overemphasized.  It  is  sig¬ 
nificant  from  both  the  national  and  in¬ 
ternational  standpoints.  In  essence,  it 
establishes  the  maximum  distance  over 
which  an  earth  station  might  reasonably 
be  expected  to  cause  or  to  receive  harm¬ 
ful  interference  and  calls  for  very  close 
coordination  between  the  sharing  serv¬ 
ices  to  maintain  the  integrity  of  the 
sharing  arrangement.  In  many  instances 
the  necessary  separation  distance  be¬ 
tween  stations  of  the  sharing  services 
may  be  considerably  less  than  the  co¬ 
ordination  distance  because  of  terrain 
shielding,  antenna  directivity,  frequency 
separation  and  other  mitigating  factors. 

7.  Proposed  8  25.251,  the  procedure  for 
calculating  coordination  distance  be¬ 
tween  earth  stations  and  terrestrial  sta¬ 
tions  sharing  the  same  frequency  band 
in  the  range  1-10  Gc/s,  follows  almost 
verbatim  the  identically  entitled  Annex 
to  Recommendation  No.  1A  to  the  Final 
Acts  of  the  Space  EARC.  It  departs 
therefrom  in  its  treatment  of  coordina¬ 
tion  distances  between  terrestrial  station 
transmitters  and  space  research  earth 
station  receivers  and  proposes  the  same 
criteria  as  are  used  for  communication- 
satellite  and  meteorological-satellite 
earth  station  receivers.  Traditionally, 
research  stations  in  general  have  been 
authorized  on  the  basis  that  they  shall 
hot  cause  harmful  interference  to  others 

and  that  they  shall  accept  any  interfer¬ 
ence  they  themselves  experience.  As  a 
general  rule,  this  approach  is  not  prac¬ 
ticable  for  space  research  earth  station 
receiving  facilities  because  of  their  great 
cost  and  extreme  susceptibility  to  inter¬ 

ference.  It  has  been  assumed  in  this  in¬ 
stance,  however,  that  any  space  research 
station  operating  in  the  bands  dealt  with 
here  would  be  doing  experimental  work 
in  connection  with  the  communication- 
satellite  or  meteorological-satellite  serv¬ 
ices.  Therefore,  since  any  operational 
systems  growing  out  of  such  experimen¬ 
tation  would  have  to  live  in  a  shared 
environment  with  other  services,  it  is 
reasonable  to  protect  such  space  research 
earth  station  receivers  only  to  the  degree 
that  protection  is  afforded  to  receiving 
earth  stations  in  the  communication- 
satellite  and  meteorological  -  satellite 
services. 

8.  Specific  proposals  for  rule  changes 
reflecting  the  above  in  Part  21  are  set 
forth  below;  those  relating  to  Part  25 
are  set  forth  in  Appendix  EL 

9.  These  proposals  to  amend  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  are  issued  under  the  au¬ 
thority  of  sections  4(i)  and  303 (r)  of 
the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended. 

10.  Comments  in  support  of  or  in  op¬ 
position  to  the  proposed  amendments 
may  be  filed  on  or  before  January  15, 
1965.  Reply  comments  may  be  filed  on 
or  before  January  25,  1965.  All  relevant 
and  timely  comments  and  reply  com¬ 
ments  will  be  considered  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  before  final  action  is  taken  in  this 
proceeding.  In  reaching  its  decision  in 
this  proceeding,  the  Commission  may 
also  take  into  account  other  relevant  in¬ 
formation  before  it,  in  addition  to  the 
specific  comments  invited  by  this  Notice. 

11.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 

of  8  1.215(b)  of  the  Commission’s  rules, 
an  original  and  14  copies  of  all  state¬ 
ments,  briefs,  or  comments  filed  shall  be 
furnished  the  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

Adopted:  December  2,  1964. 

Released:  December  4,  1964. 

Federal  Communications 

Commission,1 [seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

Part  21  of  the  Commission’s  rules  is amended  as  follows : 

1.  Section  21.1  is  amended  by  adding 
the  following  new  definitions  in  the 
proper  alphabetical  sequence: 

§  21.1  Definitions. 
*  *  •  *  *  * 

Coordination  distance.  For  the  pur¬ 

pose  of  this  Part,  the  expression  “coordi¬ 
nation  distance”  means  the  distance 
from  an  earth  station,  within  which  there 

is  a  possibility  of  the  use  of  a  given  trans¬ 
mitting  frequency  at  this  earth  station 
causing  harmful  interference  to  stations 
in  the  fixed  or  mobile  service,  sharing  the 

same  band,  or  of  the  use  of  a  given  fre¬ 
quency  for  reception  at  this  earth  station 
receiving  harmful  interference  from  such 
stations  in  the  fixed  or  mobile  service. 
•  *  *  *  • 

Earth  station.  A  station  in  the  space 

service  located  either  on  the  earth’s  sur¬ face,  including  on  board  a  ship,  or  on board  an  aircraft. 

*  •  •  •  • 

1  Commissioners  Hyde,  Bartley  and
  Loev- inger  absent. 
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Fixed  earth  station.  An  earth  station 
Intended  to  be  used  at  a  specified  fixed 

point. •  •  *  •  • 

Mobile  earth  station.  An  earth  station 
intended  to  be  used  while  in  motion  or 
during  halts  at  unspecified  points. 
•  •  *  *  • 

5
.
 
 

Section  21.107(b)  is  amended  to 

read  as  follows: 
§  21.107  Transmitter  power. *  *  *  *  * 

(b)  The  rated  power  output  of  a  trans¬ 
mitter  employed  in  these  radio  services 
shall  not  exceed  the  values  shown  in  the 
following  tabulation: 

Rated 

power Frequency  range:  output 
Below  30  Mc/s _ 50  watts. 
30  to  50  Mc/s _  350  watts. 
50  to  76  Mc/s _ _ 50  watts. 
76  to  500  Mc/s _  250  watts. 

500  to  10,000  Mc/s _ 100  watts.1 
Above  10,000  Mc/s _ Unlimited. 

i  As  an  exception,  in  the  band  5925-6425 
Mc/s,  the  power  delivered  by  a  transmitter  to 
the  antenna  of  a  station  in  the  fixed  service 
shall  not  exceed  20  watts.  Additionally,  In 
this  band,  the  maximum  effective  radiated 

power  of  the  transmitter  and  associated  an¬ 
tenna  of  a  station  in  the  fixed  service  shall 

not  exceed  +55  dbw.  These  limitations  are 
necessary  to  minimize  the  probability  of 
harmful  interference  to  reception  in  this 

band  on  board  communication-satellite  space 
stations. 

*  *  *  *  *  _ 

3.  In  §  21.204,  the  Note  is  revised  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  21.204  FCC  publications  required  for 
reference. 

*  *  *  *  * 
Note:  It  is  suggested  that  the  following 

additional  documents  be  obtained  from  the 

Government  Printing  Office  and  maintained 
for  reference: 

(1)  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended. 

(2)  Part  1  of  this  chapter,  Practice  and 
Procedure. 

(3)  Part  2  of  this  chapter,  Frequency  Al¬ 
locations  and  Radio  Treaty  Matters;  General 
Rules  and  Regulations. 

(4)  Part  13  of  this  chapter.  Commercial 
Radio  Operators. 

(5)  Part  17  of  this  chapter.  Construction, 
Marking,  and  Lighting  of  Antenna  Struc¬ tures. 

(6)  Part  25  of  this  chapter,  Satellite  Com¬ 
munications. 

(7)  Part  42  of  this  chapter.  Preservation 
of  Records  of  Communication  Common Carriers. 

(8)  Part  61  of  this  chapter,  Tariffs. 
(9)  Part  63  of  this  chapter,  Extension  of 

Lines  and  Discontinuance  of  Service  by Carriers. 

4.  Section  21.701(a)  is  amended  to read  as  follows: 

§  21.701  Frequencies. 

(a)  (l)  The  following  frequency  bands 
are  available  for  assignment  to  radio 
stations  in  this  service  on  a  shared  basis 
with  stations  in  the  Communication- 
Satellite  Service  and  the  Local  Television 
Transmission  Service : 

3700-4200  Mc/s 
5925-6425  Mc/s 1 

1  This  band  is  not  available  for  assignment w  mobile  earth  stations. 
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(2)  The  following  frequency  band  is 
available  for  assignment  to  radio  sta¬ 
tions  in  this  service  on  a  shared  basis 
with  the  Local  Television  Transmission 
Service: 

10700-11700  Mc/s 

***** 

5.  Section  21.706(c)  is  added  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  21.706  Supplementary  showing  re¬ 
quired  with  applications. 

***** 
(c)  Part  25  of  this  chapter  sets  forth 

4he  procedure  for  calculating  “coordina¬ 
tion  distance”  in  bands  shared  on  an 
equal  basis  by  this  service  and  the  Com¬ 
munication-Satellite  Service.  This  is 
the  distance:  (1)  Within  which  an  earth 
station  transmitter  might  cause  harmful 
interference  to  stations  in  this  service; 
and  (2)  within  which  stations  in  this 
service  might  cause  harmful  interfer¬ 
ence  to  reception  at  earth  stations.  By 
international  agreement,  if  the  trans¬ 
mitting  or  receiving  coordination  dis¬ 
tance  contours  drawn  about  a  proposed 
earth  station  of  one  country  overlap  the 
boundary  of  another  country,  the  first 
country  is  required  to  provide  the  second 
with  maps  showing  the  transmitting  and 
receiving  contours  to  determine  if  harm¬ 
ful  interference  might  be  caused  by  or 
to  the  proposed  earth  station.  Once 
agreement  is  reached,  neither  country 
will  alter  its  station  assignment  pattern 
in  the  area  concerned,  in  a  manner  ca¬ 
pable  of  degrading  the  agreed  usage  of 
the  other  country  without  further  con¬ 
sultation  with  that  country.  Similarly, 
pursuant  to  Part  25,  licensees  of  earth 
stations  in  the  Communication-Satellite 
Service  are  required  to  file  with  the 
Commission,  maps  showing  coordination 
distance  contours  for  such  earth  sta¬ 
tions  for  both  the  earth-to-satellite  and 
satellite-to-earth  bands.  All  such  con¬ 
tour  maps  shall  be  kept  on  file  for  public 
inspection  in  the  offices  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Common  Carrier  Bureau  in 
Washington,  D.C.  Therefore,  each  ap¬ 
plicant  filing  pursuant  to  paragraph  (a) 
of  this  section  shall  ascertain  in  ad¬ 
vance  of  such  filing  if  the  location  of  the 
proposed  station  lies  within  the  perti¬ 
nent  coordination  distance  contour  of 
an  earth  station  on  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission.  Since  earth  stations  will  be 
receiving  only  in  the  band  3700-4200 
Mc/s  and  transmitting  only  in  the  band 
5925-6425  Mc/s,  applicants  will  be 
guided  accordingly.  If  the  proposed 
station  is  to  be  operated  in  the  band 
3700-4200  Mc/s,  and  lies  within  the  co¬ 
ordination  distance  contour  of  a  receiv¬ 
ing  earth  station,  the  application  shall 
be  accompanied  by  a  statement  showing 
that  antenna  directivity,  power,  terrain 
shielding  and/or  other  mitigating  factors 
are  such  that  harmful  interference  will 
not  be  caused  to  reception  at  the  earth 
station,  on  the  basis  of  criteria  set  forth 
in  Subpart  C  of  Part  25.  Conversely,  if 
the  proposed  station  is  to  be  operated  in 
the  band  5925-6425  Mc/s,  and  lies  within 
the  coordination  distance  contour  of  a 
transmitting  earth  station,  the  applica¬ 
tion  shall  be  accompanied  by  a  similar 
statement  showing  that  harmful  inter- 
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ference  will  not  be  caused  to  reception 

at  the  applicant’s  station  in  this  service. 
6.  Section  21.708(a)  (7)  is  added  to 

read  as  follows: 

§  21.708  Notification  of  station  opera- 
«  tion  at  temporary  fixed  locations. 

(a)  *  *  * 

(7)  A  notification  of  operations  to  be 
conducted  within  the  coordination  dis¬ 
tance  contours  of  a  fixed  earth  station 
shall  include  compliance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  §  21.706(c). 
•  *  *  *  * 

7.  Section  21.801(f)  is  amended  to 

read  as  follows: 

§  21.801  Frequencies. 
***** 

(f)  (1)  Frequencies'  in  the  following bands  are  available  for  assignment  to 
television  STL  stations  in  this  service 
on  a  shared  basis  with  stations  in  the 
Communication-Satellite  Service  and 
the  Point-to-Point  Microwave  Radio 
Service: 

3700-4200  Mc/s 
5925-6425  Mc/s 

(2)  The  following  frequency  band  is 
available  for  assignment  to  television 
STL  stations  in  this  service  on  a  shared 
basis  with  stations  in  the  Point-to-Point 
Microwave  Radio  Service: 

10700-11700  Mc/s 

8.  Section  21.807(a)(5)  is  added  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  21.807  Stations  at  temporary  fixed 
locations. 

(a)  *  *  * 

(5)  Applications  for  such  stations 
shall  comply  with  the  provisions  of 

§  21.706(c). 
*  *  *  *  * 

9.  A  new  §  21.809  is  added,  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  21.809  Stations  affected  by  coordina¬ 
tion  distance  procedures. 

Each  application  for  initial  installa¬ 
tion  of  a  radio  station  in  this  service,  or 
for  installation  of  additional  transmit¬ 
ters,  or  for  authority  to  communicate 
with  new  points,  shall  comply  with  the 
provisions  of  §  21.706(c) . 

Part  25  of  the  Commission’s  rules  is 
amended  by  adding  new  Subpart  C,  as 
follows: 

Subpart  C — Technical  Standards Sec. 

25.201  Definitions. 
25.202  Frequencies. 
25.203  Choice  of  sites  and  frequencies. 
25.204  Power  limits. 

25.205  Minimum  angle  of  antenna  eleva¬ tion. 

25.206  Station  identification. 

25.207  Cessation  of  emissions.  » 
25.208  Power  flux  density  limits. 

25251  Procedure  for  calculating  coordina¬ 
tion  distance. 

Subpart  C — Technical  Standards 

§  25.201  Definitions. 

Active  satellite.  An  earth  satellite 
carrying  a  station  intended  to  transmit 
or  re-transmit  radiocommunication 
signals. 
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Communication-satellite  earth  station. 
An  earth  station  in  the  communication- 
satellite  service. 
Communication-satellite  service.  A 

space  service: 

— between  earth  stations,  when  using 
active  or  passive  satellites  for  the  ex¬ 
change  of  communications  of  the  fixed 
or  mobile  service,  or 

— between  an  earth  station  and  stations 
on  active  satellites  for  the  exchange  of 
communications  of  the  mobile  service, 
with  a  view  to  their  re-transmission  to 
or  from  stations  in  the  mobile  service. 

Communication-satellite  space  station. 
A  space  station  in  the  communication- 
satellite  service,  on  an  earth  satellite. 

Coordination  distance.  For  the  pur¬ 

poses  of  this  Part,  the  expression  “co¬ 
ordination  distance"  means  the  distance 
from  an  earth  station,  within  which 
there  is  a  possibility  of  the  use  of  a 
given  transmitting  frequency  at  this 
earth  station  causing  harmful  interfer¬ 
ence  to  stations  in  the  fixed  or  mobile 
service,  sharing  the  same  band,  or  of  the 
use  of  a  given  frequency  for  reception  at 
this  earth  station  receiving  harmful  in¬ 
terference  from  such  stations  in  the  fixed 
or  mobile  service. 

Earth  station.  A  station  in  the  space 

service  located  either  on  the  earth’s  sur¬ 
face,  including  on  board  a  ship,  or  on 
board  an  aircraft. 

Fixed  earth  station.  An  earth  station 
intended  to  be  used  at  a  specified  fixed 
point. 

Mobile  earth  station.  An  earth  sta¬ 
tion  intended  to  be  used  while  in  motion 
or  during  halts  at  unspecified  points. 

Passive  satellite.  An  earth  satellite 
Intended  to  transmit  radio  communica¬ 
tion  signals  by  reflection. 

Space  service.  A  radiocommunication 
service: 

— between  earth  stations  and  space  sta¬ 
tions, 

— or  between  space  stations, 
— or  between  earth  stations  when  the 

signals  are  re-transmitted  by  space 
stations,  or  transmitted  by  reflection 
from  objects  in  space  excluding  re¬ 
flection  or  scattering  by  the  ionosphere 

or  within  the  earth’s  atmosphere. 
Space  station.  A  station  in  the  space 

service  located  on  an  object  which  is 
beyond,  is  intended  to  go  beyond,  or  has 
been  beyond,  the  major  portion  of  the 
earth’s  atmosphere. 

Space  telecommand.  The  use  of  radio- 
communication  for  the  transmission  of 
signals  to  a  space  station  to  initiate, 
modify  or  terminate  function  of  the 
equipment  on  a  space  object,  including 
the  space  station. 

Space  telemetering.  The  use  of  telem¬ 
etering  for  the  transmission  from  a 
space  station  of  results  of  measurements 
made  in  a  spacecraft,  including  those  re¬ 
lating  to  the  functioning  of  the  space¬ 
craft. 

Space  tracking.  Determination  of  the 
orbit,  velocity  or  instantaneous  position 
of  an  object  in  space  by  means  of  radio- 
determination,  excluding  primary  radar, 
for  the  purpose  of  following  the  move¬ 
ment  of  the  object. 

Stationary  satellite.  A  satellite,  the 
circular  orbit  of  which  lies  in  the  plane 

of  the  earth’s  equator  and  which  turns 
about  the  polar  axis  of  the  Earth  In  the 
same  direction  and  with  the  same  period 

as  those  of  the  earth’s  rotation.  ( 
Terrestrial  service.  Any  radio  service 

defined  in  this  Chapter,  other  than  a 
space  service  or  the  radio  astronomy 
service. 

Terrestrial  station.  A  station  in  a 
terrestrial  service. 

§  25.202  Frequencies. 

(a)  The  following  frequency  bands  are 
available  for  use  by  the  communication- 
satellite  service  on  a  shared  basis  with 
terrestrial  radio  services.  Precise  fre¬ 
quencies  and  bandwidth  of  emission  will 
be  assigned  on  a  case-by-case  basis. 
SateUite-to-earth  Earth-to-satellite 

3700-4300  Mc/S 1 1 _  5925-6426  Mc/s 1  *  1 
7250-7750  Mc/s1* _  7900-8400  Mc/s1* 

1  The  ultimate  disposition,  of  these  bands 

as  between  Government  and  non-Govern- 
ment  services  for  space  radiocommunication 
will  be  the  subject  of  separate  rule-making. 

*  This  band  may  also  be  used  for  the  trans¬ 
mission  of  tracking  and  telemetering  sig¬ 
nals  associated  with  communication-satellite 
space  stations  operating  in  the  same  band. 

*  This  hanrt  may  also  be  used  for  the  trans¬ 
mission  of  telecommand  signals  associated 
with  communication-satellite  earth  stations 
operating  in  the  same  band. 

1  This  band  is  not  available  for  assignment 
to  mobUe  earth  stations. 

(b)  The  following  frequencies  or  bands 
of  frequencies  are  available  for  space 
telecommand  functions  in  conjunction 
with  the  communication-satellite  serv¬ ice: 

14&.25  Mc/s — muTimiim  bandwidth  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  30  kc/s. 

154.2  Mc/s — maximum  bandwidth  not' to  ex¬ 
ceed  30  kc/s. 

450.0  Me /s — -maximum  bandwidth  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  0.5  Mc/s. 

(c)  The  following  frequency  bands 
are  available  for  telemetering  from  com¬ 
munication-satellite  space  stations.  Pre¬ 
cise  frequencies  and  associated  band- 
widths  of/ emission  will  be  assigned  on  a 
case-by-case  basis: 

1
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Mc/S 

400.05-401  

Mc/s1 

401-402  Mc/s 

'  1  This  band  is  basically  a  space  research 
band  and  is  not  intended  for  use  by  opera¬ 
tional  communication-satellite  systems  once 
the  desired  spacecraft  orbit  is  established. 

(d)  The  following  frequency  bands  are 
available  for  transmission  from  space¬ 
craft  for  the  tracking  of  communication- 
satellite  space  stations.  Precise  frequen¬ 
cies  and  associated  bandwidths  of  emis¬ 
sion  will  be  assigned  on  a  case-by-case 
basis. 
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’This  band  is  basically  a  space  research 
band  and  is  not  intended  for  use  by  opera¬ 
tional  communication-satellite  systems  once 
the  desired  spacecraft  orbit  is  established. 

§  25.203  Choice  of  sites  and  frequencies. 

(

a

)

 

 

Sites  
and  frequencies  

for  earth 

stations,  

operating  

in  
frequency  

bands 

shared  

with  

equal  

rights  

between  

ter¬ restrial  

and  
space  

services,  

shall  

be  
se¬ lected,  

to  
the  
extent  

practicable,  

in  
areas 

where  the  surrounding  terrain  and  ex¬ 
isting  frequency  usage  are  such  as  to 
minimize  the  possibility  of  harmful  in¬ 
terference  between  the  sharing  services. 

(b)  An  applicant  for  an  earth  station 
authorization  shall  calculate  the  coordi¬ 
nation  distance  for  the  proposed  station 
in  accordance  with  the  procedures  set  \ 
forth  in  3  25.251,  and  submit  with  his 
application  a  map  drawn  to  appropriate 
scale  indicating  the  location  of  the  earth 
station  and  the  coordination  distances 
from  the  earth  station,  for  both  trans¬ 
mission  and  reception  by  the  earth  sta¬ 
tion,  as  a  function  of  azimuth.  The  co¬ 
ordination  distance  for  earth  station  re¬ 
ception  shall  cover  the  range  0  to  55  dbW 
in  increments  of  not  more  than  10  db. 

(c)  An  applicant  for  an  earth  station 
authorization  shall  also  make  a  showing, 
accompanied  by  supporting  data  and  cal¬ 
culations,  that  existing  stations  operat¬ 
ing  within  the  frequency  band  in  ques¬ 
tion,  and  located  within  the  pertinent 
calculated  coordination  distance  con¬ 
tours  of  the  proposed  earth  station,  will 
not  be  subjected  to  harmful  interference 
from  earth  station  transmissions  and  will 
not  cause  harmful  interference  to  recep¬ 
tion  at  the  earth  station. 

§  25.204  Power  limits. 

(a)  Within  the  band  5925-6425  Mc/s 
the  mean  effective  radiated  power  trans¬ 
mitted  in  any  direction  in  the  horizontal 
plane  by  a  communication-satellite  earth 
station  shall  not  exceed  -f45  dbW  in  any 
4  kc/s  band. 

(b)  Within  the  band  7900-8400  Mc/s. 
in  order  to  provide  a  capability  for  both 

active  and  passive  communication-satel¬ 
lite  systems,  the  mean  effective  radiated 
power  transmitted  in  any  direction  in  the 
horizontal  plane  by  a  communication- 
satellite  earth  station  shall  not  exceed 
+55  dbW  in  any  4  kc/s  band  except  upon 
a  showing  of  need  for  greater  power,  in 
which  case  a  maximum  of  +65  dbW  may 

be  authorized,  consistent  with  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  paragraphs  (c)  and  (d)  of  this 
section. 

(c)  In  any  direction  where  the  dis¬ 
tance  from  a  communication-satellite 
earth  station  operating  in  the  band  7900- 
8400  Mc/s  to  the  boundary  of  the  terri¬ 
tory  of  another  administration  exceeds 
400  km,  the  limit  of  +55  dbW  in  any 
4  kc/s  band  in  paragraph  (b)  of  this 

section  may  be  increased  in  that  direc¬ 
tion  by  2  db  few:  each  100  km  in  excess 
of  400  km  up  to  a  maximum  of  +65  dbW. 

(d)  If,  in  any  direction  from  a  pro¬ 
posed  communication-satellite  earth  sta¬ 
tion,  the  distance  to  the  boundary  of  the 

territory  of  another  administration  is 
less  than  the  coordination  distance  as 

calculated  in  5  25.251,  the  Commission 
will  initiate  discussions  in  the  technical 
aspects  of  the  proposed  operation. 

Note:  For  the  purposes  of  this  part,  the 

effective  radiated  power  transmitted  in  the 

horizontal  plane  shall  be  taken  to  mean  the 

ERP  actually  transmitted  toward  the  horizon, 

reduced  by  the  site  shielding  factor  that  may 

be  applicable.  The  value  of  site  shielding 
factor  shall  be  determined  as  indicated  in 5  25.251(e). 

§  25.205  Minimum  angle  of  antenn
a elevation. 

(a)  Within  the  band  5925-6425  Mc/s, 

earth  station  antennas  shall  not  be  em- 
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[formula  1] 

!*>—  (Pt+Ot)  -F#-  (Pr — Gr) 

where  Pt  is  the  power  in  dbW  supplied  by  the 

interfering  transmitter  to  the  transmis¬ 
sion  line  input, 

Percentage 

of  time 

Values  to  be 

assumed  for 

coordination 

Permissible  total  interference  in  any  telephone  channel . . 
Permissible  interference  from  one  earth  station  to  one  radio-relay  system  re¬ 

ceiver,  assuming  four  such  non-stmultaneous  interference  entries. 
Receiver  transfer  characteristic  assuming  carrier  energy  dispersion  to  dis¬ 

tribute  interference  uniformly  over  at  least  300  kc/s  bandwidth. 
Hence,  maximum  value  of  unwanted-to-wanted  signal  ratio  at  the  receiver 

input. 
Minimum  level  of  wanted  signal  at  receiver  input . 
Hence,  permissible  level  of  unwanted  signal  at  receiver  input,  assuming  car¬ 

rier  energy  dispersion  as  above. 
Factor  for  conversion  of  interference  bandwidth  to  4  kc/s  from  300  kc/s . 
Hence,  permissible  level  of  unwanted  signal  at  receiver  input  in  any  4  kc/s 
bandwidth. 

Isotropic  gain  of  radio-relay  station  antenna  less  feeder  losses  * . 
Isotropic  gain  of  earth  station  antenna  effective  In  the  horizontal  plane  less 

feeder  and  polarization  losses.* 
Power  supplied  by  earth  station  transmitter  to  the  transmission  line  input 

per  4  kc/s  bandwidth. 
Earth  station  site-shielding  factor  if  applicable . . . 

-40  dbmO 

—40  dbmO 

1  db  i  (light  load¬ ing  worst  case). 

-39  db 

-74  dbW  i 

-113  dbW 

Minimum  permissible  basic  transmission  loss,  L*  (in  decibels) Purth+Qnrtk 

-F.+174. 

1 These  figures  are  taken  from  an  example  of  a  960-channel  line-of-sight  radio-relay  system  but  the  maximum 
permissible  unwanted  signal  level  of  —113  dbW  is  almost  independent  of  the  number  of  channels  carried. 

*  The  value  of  42  db  given  in  table  1  should  be  used  unless  it  is  known  that  the  terrestrial  station  receiving  antenna 
gain  is  greater  than  42  db,  in  which  case  the  higher  value  should  be  used. 

*  For  simplicity,  the  appropriate  value  of  QMrti>  to  be  used  shall  be  the  maximum  value  obtained  in  the  hori¬ 
zontal  plane  in  the  pertinent  azimuthal  direction  rather  than  the  value  exceeded  for  2.6  percent  of  the  time.  How¬ 
ever,  when  site-shielding  is  allowed,  the  value  to  be  used  shall  be  that  maximum  value  obtaining  at  the  angle  of elevation  of  the  screening  obstacle. 
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I  47  CFR  Part  25  ] 

[Docket  No.  16735;  FCC  64-1123] 

SATELLITE  COMMUNICATIONS 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making  or 
Formulation  of  General  Policy 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of  Part 

25  of  the  Commission’s  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  with  respect  to  ownership  and  op¬ 
eration  of  initial  earth  stations  in  the 
United  States  for  use  in  connection  with 

the  proposed  global  commercial  commu¬ 
nication-satellite  system,  Docket  No. 
15735,  RM-644. 

1.  Notice  is  hereby  given  of  proposed 
rule  making  or  formulation  of  a  general 
policy  statement  in  the  above  entitled 
matter. 

2.  The  Commission  has  before  it  for 
consideration  a  Petition  for  Rule  Making 
filed  on  August  13,  1964,  by  the  Com¬ 
munications  Satellite  Corporation  (Com- 
Sat) .  The  petition  requests  the  Commis¬ 
sion  to  institute  a  rule  making  proceed¬ 
ing  looking  toward  the  adoption  of  a  rule 
which  would  limit  to  ComSat  ownership 
and  operation  of  the  earth  stations  in¬ 
itially  required  to  link  the  United  States 
with  the  contemplated  global  commer¬ 
cial  satellite  system. 

3.  The  text  of  the  rule  proposed  by 
ComSat  reads  as  follows: 

The  Commission  will  consider  an  applica¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  section  201(c)(7)  of  the 
Communications  Satellite  Act  of  1962,  for 
authorisation  to  construct,  own,  or  operate  a 

satellite  terminal  station 1  only  if  the  appli¬ 
cant  is  the  Corporation  authorized  by  Title 
III  of  said  Act,  except  that,  under  either  of 
the  conditions  set  forth,  the  Commission  will 

consider  an  application  for  such  authoriza¬ 
tion  filed  by  an  authorized  carrier: 

A.  If  such  an  application  Is  filed  after 
there  has  been  constructed  and  placed  In 
operation  by  the  Corporation,  pursuant  to 
authorization  theretofore  granted  by  the 
Commission,  a  satellite  terminal  station  In 
each  of  the  following  areas,  namely;  the 
northeastern  part  of  the  United  States,  the 
northwestern  part  of  the  United  States,  and 
the  State  of  Hawaii,  or 

B.  If,  upon  a  proper  showing  by  the  appli¬ 
cant,  the  Commission  finds  that  the  Corpora¬ 
tion  has  failed  within  a  reasonable  time  to 

file  application  for  authorization  to  con¬ 
struct  satellite  terminal  stations  In  the 

above-mentioned  areas  or  has  failed  to  pro¬ 
ceed  diligently  with  the  construction  of  sat¬ 
ellite  terminal  stations  which  have  been  au¬ 
thorised  by  the  Commission. 

1  Attention  Is  Invited  to  the  fact  that  the 

term  “satellite  terminal  station"  appears  In 
the  Communications  Satellite  Act  of  1962 

(76  Stat.  419).  In  the  Pinal  Acts  of  the 
Extraordinary  Administrative  Conference 
(Geneva  1963),  ratified  by  the  President  on 
March  18,  1964,  these  stations  are  referred  to 

as  “earth  stations”.  It  Is,  therefore,  proposed 
that  the  more  recent  terminology  adopted 
for  International  usage  be  employed  here. 
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(WU) .  In  addition  ComSat  filed  a  reply 
to  the  statements  in  opposition. 

5.  The  proposed  rule  is  directed  to¬ 
ward  the  implementation  of  section 
201(c)(7)  of  the  Communications  Sat¬ 
ellite  Act  of  1962  (Satellite  Act)  which 

provides: 
(e)  the  Federal  Communications  Commis¬ 

sion,  In  Its  administration  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 

amended,  and  as  supplemented  by  this  Act, 

shall — 
(7)  grant  appropriate  authorizations  for 

the  construction  and  operation  of  each  sat¬ 
ellite  terminal  station,  either  to  the  corpora¬ 
tion  (ComSat)  or  to  one  or  more  authorized 
carriers  or  to  the  corporation  and  one  or 
more  such  carriers  Jointly,  as  will  best  serve 

the  public  Interest,  convenience,  and  neces¬ 
sity.  In  determining  the  public  Interest, 
convenience,  and  necessity  the  Commission 
shall  authorize  the  construction  and  opera¬ 
tion  of  such  stations  by  communications 
common  carriers  or  the  corporation,  without 
preference  to  either; 

6.  The  petition  stresses  the  need  for  a 
prompt  resolution  of  the  question  of 
earth  station  ownership  and  operation. 
In  this  connection,  it  recites  that  the 
research  and  development  program  un¬ 
dertaken  by  ComSat  for  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  a  global  communication-satellite 
system  contemplates  that  initial  launches 
of  communication  satellites  for  the  basic 

system  are  scheduled  for  mid-1966.  It  is 
estimated  that  it  will  require  between  18 
and  24  months  to  design  and  construct 
earth  stations  suitable  for  operational 
use  in  the  system.  Hence,  ComSat  urges 
that  construction  should  commence 

promptly  if  present  plans  are  to  be  real¬ 
ized. 

7.  On  technological  grounds,  ComSat 
contends  that  the  proposed  rule  would 
serve  the  public  interest  by  expeditiously 
implementing  the  national  communica¬ 
tion  satellite  program  consistent  with  the 
present  state  of  technology  and  the  pur¬ 
pose  and  objectives  of  the  Satellite  Act. 
It  avers  that  only  a  limited  number  of 
earth  stations  can  be  used  effectively  dur¬ 
ing  the  initial  stage  of  development  and 
operation  of  the  system.  It  further  avers 
that  the  limitation  is  due  to  the  fact  that 
with  existing  technology,  the  channel  ca¬ 
pacity  of  communication  satellites  de¬ 
creases  as  the  number  of  earth  stations 
simultaneously  communicating  with  it 
increases.  This  is  what  has  become 

known  as  the  ‘‘multiple  access”  problem. 
It  is  alleged  that  until  the  constraint  im¬ 
posed  on  multiple  access  to  a  communi¬ 
cation-satellite  system  is  removed,  a  pro¬ 
liferation  of  earth  stations  in  the  U.S. 

would  adversely  affect  the  systems’  chan¬ 
nel  capacity  and  quality  of  service. 

8.  The  statutory  responsibilities  of 
ComSat  coupled  with  its  recently  ac¬ 
quired  international  obligations  under 
the  International  Agreement  Establish¬ 
ing  Interim  Arrangements  for  a  Global 
Commercial  Communications  Satellite 
System  are  also  advanced  as  reasons  in 
support  of  initial  single  entity  owner¬ 
ship  and  operation  of  United  States  earth 
stations.  The  petition  recites  that  pur¬ 
suant  to  statutory  directives  (section 
305(a)  (b)  of  the  Satellite  Act)  interim 
arrangements  have  been  completed 
under  which  an  international  consortium 
of  communication  entities  will  own  and 

operate  the  space  segment  of  the  global 
system.  Under  the  terms  of  the  Interim 
Agreement,  ComSat  will  represent  the 
United  States  on  the  Interim  Committee 
of  the  consortium  which  will  be  respon¬ 
sible  for  the  design,  development,  con¬ 
struction,  establishment,  and  operation 
of  the  space  segment  of  the  system. 
ComSat  will  also  act  as  manager  of  the 
space  segment.  Given  this  posture,  it  is 
contended  that  single  entity  ownership 
of  U5.  earth  stations  will  best  serve  the 
public  interest  during  the  interim  period 
of  operation  by  fostering  close  and  essen¬ 
tial  coordination  in  the  design,  construc¬ 
tion  and  operation  of  such  stations 
among  all  participants  in  the  system, 
x  9.  Absent  earth  station  ownership, 
ComSat  believes  that  its  statutory  mis¬ 
sion  under  the  Satellite  Act  and  its  role 
as  the  U.S.  participant  in  the  global  sys¬ 
tem  will  be  rendered  relatively  ineffective. 
In  this  connection,  it  is  pointed  out  that 
the  communications  entities  of  other 
nations  whose  representatives  will  be  the 
initial  members  of  the  Interim  Commit¬ 
tee,  now  own,  or  will  own  and  operate, 
or  will  make  the  determinations  with 
respect  to  earth  stations  to  be  located  in 
their  respective  countries.  Accordingly, 
it  is  urged  that  ComSat  should  be  per¬ 
mitted  to  own  and  operate  the  initial  U.S. 
earth  stations  in  order  to  maintain  parity 
with  other  participating  nations  so  as  to 
enable  it  to  meet  effectively  its  multi¬ 
faceted  obligations. 

10.  In  its  statement  in  support  of  the 
petition.  Western  Union  alleges  that 
ownership  and  operation  of  earth  sta¬ 
tions  by  ComSat  would  achieve  more  ef¬ 
fective  coordination  between  earth  sta¬ 
tions  and  satellites  and  would  provide 

the  system  with  a  capability  of  establish¬ 
ing  and  maintaining  reasonably  uniform 
costs  per  voice  channel. 

11.  The  views  expressed  in  the  state¬ 
ments  filed  in  opposition  to  the  petition, 
fall  into  four  general  categories.  First, 
respondents  maintain  that  the  petition 
fails  to  demonstrate  a  need  for  the  rule  at 
this  time.  Secondly,  it  is  argued  that 
adoption  of  the  proposed  rule  would  vio¬ 
late  the  purpose  and  intent  of  section 
201(c)(7).  It  is  contended  that  the 

language  and  legislative  history  of  sec¬ 
tion  201(c)(7)  manifests  an  intent  of 
Congress  that  each  earth  station  authori¬ 
zation  must  be  determined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  a  case-by-case,  station-by- 
station  basis  through  the  exercise  of  its 
adjudicatory  processes.  Thirdly,  the 
proposed  rule  is  challenged  as  being  too 
broad  and  general  to  permit  a  public  in¬ 
terest  finding  to  support  it.  Finally,  it 
is  argued  that  adoption  of  the  rule  would 

create  a  monopoly  in  ComSat,  destruc¬ 
tive  of  existing  competition  in  the  field 
of  telecommunications  and  contrary  to 
the  policies  of  the  Satellite  Act. 

12.  ComCat’s  reply  reiterates  the  need 
for  a  prompt  resolution  of  the  earth  sta¬ 
tion  question.  While  it  would  prefer  to 
commence  its  earth  station  program 
after  the  basic  system  choice  has  been 
made  it  insists  that  this  is  not  possible 

because  of  the  lead  time  required  to  de¬ 
sign  and  construct  earth  stations  to  meet 
the  scheduled  basic  system  launch  date of  mid-1966. 
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13.  In  answer  to  the  legal  objections 

of  proceeding  by  rule  making,  it  main¬ 
tains  that  the  Commission  has  broad 
discretion  to  determine  the  earth  station 
question  in  such  manner  that  meets  the 
test  of  fairness  required  by  section  201 
<c)  (7)  of  the  Satellite  Act  and  such  other 
applicable  requirements  of  law  and  is  not 

limited  solely  to  the  use  of  its  quasi¬ 
adjudicatory  processes. 

14.  As  an  alternative  to  rule  making, 

ComSat  suggests  a  “two-stage”  licensing 
procedure  in  which  ownership  eligibility 
could  be  determined  in  the  first  stage 
and  determinations  as  to  the  number, 
location,  etc.  of  earth  stations  would  be 
left  to  the  second  stage.  ComSat  believes 
that  either  through  rule  making  or  the 

so-called  “two-stage”  licensing  proce¬ 
dure,  all  interested  parties  could  be  al¬ 
lowed  the  opportunity  to  present  their 
respective  views  regarding  earth  station 
ownership  through  written  proposals  and 
oral  argument.  Thereafter,  on  the  basis 
of  the  record  thus  developed,  the  Com¬ 
mission  could  adopt  a  rule  or  policy  with 
respect  to  eligibility  without  incurring 
undue  delays  inherent  in  an  evidentiary 
hearing. 

15.  We  have  carefully  considered  the 
argument  that  there  is  no  need  to  pro¬ 
ceed  promptly  in  this  matter.  Such  ar¬ 
gument  overlooks  the  national  policy 
expressed  in  the  Satellite  Act  that  the 
satellite  system  is  to  be  put  into  opera¬ 
tion  “as  expeditiously  as  practicable.” 
We  feel  that  we  are  obligated  by  law  and 

express  policy  to  take  every  step  we  rea¬ 
sonably  can  to  assure  that  earth  stations 
will  be  available  and  ready  for  use  when 
the  satellites  for  the  basic  system  are 
ready  to  be  launched.  Thus,  appropriate 
action  must  be  taken  now. 

16.  The  main  thrust  of  the  opposition 
to  the  suggestion  that  we  engage  in  a 
rule  making  proceeding  is  that  section 
201(c)  (7)  of  the  Satellite  Act  contem¬ 
plates  that  earth  station  applications 
will  be  filed  with  and  assessed  by  the 
Commission.  But  the  argument  among 
the  parties  appears  to  us  to  ignore  the 
real  substance  of  the  important  question 
before  the  Commission.  Congress  left 
no  doubt  as  to  its  legislative  intent  in 
section  201(c)(7): 

It  is  for  this  reason  that  the  second  sen¬ 
tence  that  appears  in  S.  2814,  section  201 
(c)(7),  as  reported  by  the  Senate  Aeronau¬ 
tical  and  Space  Committee,  which  provides 

that  the  Commission  should  “encourage” 
establishment  of  ground  stations  by  the  car¬ 
riers  has  been  changed  to  provide  that  there 
shall  be  no  preference  shown  either  to  the 
corporation  or  the  carriers. 

The  intention  of  this  change  in  language 
is  to  make  clear  that  there  is  no  legislative 
pre judgment  as  to  who  shall  establish  a 
ground  terminal  station.  The  Commission  is 

authorized  to  give  fuU  consideration  to  all 
relevant  technological,  economic,  and  operat¬ 
ing  factors  in  determining  what  meets  the 
public  Interest,  convenience,  and  necessity 
(Sen  Rept.  No.  1584,  87th  Cong.,  2d  Sess., 
P  18) . 

We  are  thus  called  upon  to  make  judg¬ 
ment  upon  all  the  public  interest  con¬ 
siderations  and  without  giving  any  undue 
preference,  because  of  a  legislative  direc¬ 
hon,  either  to  ComSat  or  the  carriers, 
anther,  there  is  no  indication  that  Con¬ 
gress  in  any  way  specified  a  particular 
procedure  to  be  followed  in  making  that 
judgment  or  withdrew  any  one  procedure 

(i.e.,  rule  making).  See  Satellite  Act, 
section  201(c)  (ID;  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  sections  303(r) 
and  4(i) ;  Sen.  Rept.  No.  1584,  at  p.  18. 
What  it  wanted  was  simply  that  the  judg¬ 
ment  encompass  all  relevant  public  in¬ 
terest  considerations  and  be  carried  out 

“as  expeditiously  as  practicable”. 
17.  The  crucial  point  is  that  the  Com¬ 

mission  should  forthwith  proceed  to  con¬ 
sider  the  relevant  public  interest  con¬ 
siderations.  The  forum  in  which  this  is 
done  is  of  lesser  importance  and  indeed 
should  be  left  flexible  at  this  point.  We 
think,  therefore,  that  we  should  proceed 
with  detailed  written  presentations.  Af¬ 
ter  consideration  of  such  presentations 
(and  any  other  procedures  found  to  be 
desirable,  e.g.,  oral  argument;  possible 
examination  of  some  witnesses ;  informal 
discussions  With  all  the  interested  parties 
present) ,  we  can  decide  whether  adoption 
of  a  rule  is  appropriate,  or  whether  for¬ 
mulation  of  a  policy  may  be  the  best 

procedure,2  or,  finally,  whether  our  deci¬ 
sion  should  be  to  pursue  individual  li¬ 
censing  proceedings,  without  any  prior 
formulation  of  policy,  either  through 
rule  or  statement. 

18.  We  have  therefore  captioned  this 
proceeding  a  notice  of  proposed  rule 
making  or  formulation  of  general  pol¬ 
icy.  In  this  way,  we  shall  be  in  a  posi¬ 
tion  to  take  whatever  action  is  appro¬ 
priate  without  delay,  consistent  with  the 
Congressional  mandate  for  expedition. 
As  to  the  substance  of  the  rule  or  policy 
to  be  considered,  we  feel  that  at  this 
stage  we  should  not  confine  ourselves  to 
a  consideration  of  only  one  of  the  possi¬ 
bilities  open  to  us.  If  we  are  to  proceed 
to  establish  criteria  governing  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  earth  station  authorizations,  we 
feel  the  proposed  rule  making  or  general 
policy  should  encompass  the  entire  field 
so  that  we  may  be  advised  with  respect 
to  the  merits  of  each  possibility.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  we  will  not  limit  our  present 
procedures  to  a  consideration  of  a  rule 
of  the  limited  scope  proposed  by  ComSat. 
Instead,  as  set  forth  more  fully  in  Par¬ 
agraph  19,  infra,  we  are  seeking  sug¬ 
gestions  with  respect  to  each  of  the  pos¬ 
sibilities  available  to  us. 

19.  There  are  thus  three  possible 
courses  of  action  open  to  us: 

a.  Adoption  of  rules; 
b.  Adoption  of  a  general  policy;  and 
c.  Invitation  to  file  applications  for 

specific  earth  stations. 

As  stated,  this  proceeding  is  designed 
to  afford  interested  parties  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  advance  full  and  detailed  argu¬ 
ments  concerning  the  merits  of  the  own¬ 
ership  issue  before  the  Commission  and 
the  method  best  designed  to  make  that 
public  interest  determination.  Those 

*  Here  we  note  that  adoption  of  such  a 
policy,  if  it  can  be  appropriately  formulated 
in  this  docket  proceeding,  does  not  mean 

that  a  lengthy  evidentiary  hearing  is  re¬ 
quired  as  a  matter  of  right  in  any  subse¬ 
quent  licensing  action  dealing  with  specific 
applications.  Evidentiary  hearings  are  need¬ 
ed  only  where  it  is  necessary  to  the  public 
interest  Judgment  to  resolve  factual  issues. 
Where  there  is  a  valid,  overriding  policy  mak¬ 
ing  resolution  of  any  factual  issues  unneces¬ 
sary,  no  hearing  would  be  called  for.  Here 
again  this  is  &  question  which  must  await 
the  developments  on  the  merits. 

who  favor  either  the  adoption  of  rules  or 
a  general  policy  statement  should,  in 
particular,  address  themselves  to  the  fol¬ 
lowing  basic  questions: 

(1)  Who  should  be  eligible  to  file  ap¬ 
plications  under  such  a  rule  or  general 
policy  statement, 

(a)  ComSat  alone; 
(b)  A  communications  carrier  alone; 
(c)  ComSat  and  one  or  more  carriers 

jointly ; 
(d)  One  or  more  carriers  jointly; 
(e)  Any  other  alternatives  possible 

under  section  20.1(c)(7)  of  the  Act? 
(2)  For  what  period  of  time  should 

such  a  rule  or  general  policy  statement 
be  effective? 

(3)  Each  entity  responding  to  one  of 
the  courses  set  forth  above  should  show 
how  its  recommendations  would : 

(a)  Provide  uniform  and  nondis- 
criminatory  access  to  the  satellite  sys¬ 
tem; 

(b)  Affect  the  expeditious  establish¬ 
ment  of  the  system; 

(c)  Affect  the  cost  per  voice  channel; 
(d)  Provide  for  the  most  efficient  use 

of  the  available  frequencies; 
(e)  Affect  the  capability  of  the  system 

to  adapt  to  technical  changes  and  ex¬ 
pansion  of  the  system  to  meet  global needs ; 

(f )  Affect  the  existing  competitive  sit¬ 
uation  in  providing  service  to  the  public; 

(g)  Affect  the  ability  of  ComSat  to  dis¬ 
charge  its  statutory  obligations  as  well 
as  those  under  the  Agreement  Establish¬ 
ing  Interim  Arrahgements  for  a  Global 
Communications  Satellite  System,  signed 
by  the  United  States  on  August  20,  1964, 
and  the  Special  Agreement  signed  by 
ComSat  as  the  United  States  designated 
signatory  on  the  same  date ; 

(h)  Affect  the  ability  of  the  carriers 

to  discharge  their  duty  to  provide  world¬ 
wide  and  national  service  at  reasonable 
charges; 

(i)  Affect  the  cost  and  efficiency  in 
controlling  the  space  segment  of  the 
system ; 

(j)  The  manner  and  method  of  the 

proposed  operation. 

(
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20.  Those  advocating  a  rule  or  general 
policy  statement  should  also  suggest  the 
specific  terms  of  the  rule  or  general 
policy  statement.  It  should  be  clearly 
understood  that  if  a  rule  or  general  pol¬ 
icy  is  adopted  limiting  the  acceptance  of 
applications,  it  still  will  be  necessary  for 
those  eligible  under  such  rule  or  policy 
to  file  specific  applications  and  demon¬ 
strate  that,  in  addition  to  basic  eligibility 
under  such  rule  or  policy,  they  meet  the 
specific  criteria  all  applicants  for  li¬ 
censes  must  satisfy.  It  follows  that  all 
interested  parties  would  be  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  comment  on  such  appli¬ 
cations. 

21.  Those  who  advocate  proceeding  via 
the  individual  licensing  route  only  should 
be  prepared  to  show  how  such  procedure 
would  best  serve  the  public  interest,  and 
specifically : 

a.  How  the  necessary  research  and 
development  reasonably  may  be  expected 
to  be  instituted  and  continue  under  such a  course; 
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b.  How  site  selection  and  building  of 
the  statlon(s)  can  proceed  expeditiously; 

c.  When  applications  reasonably  may 
be  perfected  for  filing ; 

d.  How  processing  of  application  and 
possible  hearings  can  be  completed  in 
time  to  assure  that  a  completed  station 
will  be  available  when  the  satellites  of 
the  basic  system  are  ready  for  launch. 

22.  Pursuant  to  applicable  procedures 

set  out  in  9  1.415  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  and  regulations,  interested  parties 
may  file  comments  on  or  before  the  5th 
of  January  1965,  and  reply  comments 
on  or  before  the  18th  of  January  1965. 
All  submissions  by  parties  to  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  or  by  persons  acting  on  behalf 
of  such  parties,  must  be  made  in  written 
comments,  reply  comments,  or  other  ap¬ 
propriate  pleadings. 

23.  Authority  for  the  amendment 
herein  proposed  is  contained  in  sections 
201(c)(7)  and  201(c)  (11)  of  the  Com¬ 
munications  Satellite  Act  of  1962  (47 
USC  701  et  seq.)  and  sections  4  (i)  and 
(j)  and  303  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended. 

24.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  1 1.419  of  the  Commission  rules,  an 
original  and  14  copies  of  all  statements, 
briefs  or  comments  shall  be  furnished 
the  Commission. 

Adopted:  December 9, 1964. 

Released:  December  10, 1964. 

Federal  Communications 

Commission* [seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 
Secretary. 

[FJR.  Doc.  64-12872;  Filed,  Dec.  15.  1964; 
8:46  ajn.] 

(  47  CFR  Part  73  1 

[Docket  No.  15737;  FCC  64-1141] 

FM  BROADCAST  STATIONS 

Proposed  Table  of  Assignments  for 
Augusta,  Portland,  and  Sanford, 
Maine 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of  §  73.- 
202,  Table  of  Assignments,  FM  Broadcast 
Stations  (Augusta,  Portland,  and  San¬ 
ford,  Maine) ,  Docket  No.  15737,  RM-664. 

1.  Notice  is  hereby  given  of  proposed 
rule  making  in  the  above-entitled  matter. 

2.  The  Commission  has  before  it  for 
consideration  a  petition  for  rule  making 
(RM-664)  filed  on  September  24,  1964, 
and  amended  on  October  2,  1964,  by  Guy 
Gannett  Broadcasting  Services,  licensee 
of  Stations  WGAN(AM)  and  WGAN- 
TV.  Portland,  Maine.  Petitioner  re¬ 
quests  the  Institution  of  rule  making 
looking  toward  the  assignment  of  a  Class 
C  FM  channel  to  Portland,  with  changes 
in  the  Table  of  Assignments  as  follows: 

City Channel  No. 

Present Proposed 

Portland,  Maine . MS.3M.270 

967, 272  A 
276A 

250,270,275 
267,283 

244A 
Augusta.  M  aine _ _ 
Sanford,  Maine . 
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Portland  
is  located  

in  Zone  I  and  so 

the  
listed  

assignments  

are  
all  
Class  

B 

*  Commissioner  Lee  absent. 

assignments.  Station  WLOB-FM  oper¬ 
ates  on  Channel  250  and  an  application 
is  on  file  for  Channel  270.  The  existing 
station  and  the  applicant  both  have  fa¬ 
cilities  much  less  than  the  maximum  for 
a  Class  B  station  (50  kw  and  500  feet 

a.a.t.).  Guy  Gannett  urges  that  Port¬ 
land,  a  city  of  over  120,000  people,  does 
not  have  adequate  FM  service.  It  points 
out  that  it  has  attempted  since  Decem¬ 
ber  1962,  to  operate  an  FM  station  which 
will  fill  the  void  and  has  concluded  that 
the  best  way  to  provide  this  service  is 
from  a  transmitter  located  at  its  WGAN- 
TV  site,  approximately  22  miles  north¬ 
west  of  the  center  of  Portland  and  situ¬ 
ated  in  Zone  n.  Guy  Gannett  submits 
that  the  proposal  conforms  to  all  the  do¬ 
mestic  separation  requirements.  It 
would  substitute  a  Class  B  assignment 
for  a  Class  A  in  Augusta,  Maine,  thus 
providing  two  Class  B  Channels  in  that 
community. 

4.  Since  the  communities  in  question 
are  within  250  miles  of  the  United 
States-Canadian  border,  the  proposed 
changes  require  coordination  with  the 
Canadian  Government  under  the  terms 
of  the  Canadian-United  States  FM 
Agreement  of  1947  and  the  Working  Ar¬ 
rangement  of  1963.  The  Canadian  au¬ 
thorities  have  indicated  that  they  have 
no  objections  to  the  proposed  changes 
under  certain  specific  conditions:  That 
the  proposed  station  on  Channel  275  at 
Portland  be  limited  to  100  kilowatts  ERP 
and  1,513  feet  antenna  height  above  av¬ 
erage  terrain  (the  facilities  proposed  by 
petitioner)  and  that  the  Commission 
would  have  no  objection  to  the  future 
operation  of  Station  CHLT-FM  on 
Channel  274C1,  Sherbrooke,  Quebec, 
with  100  kilowatts  ERP  and  1,851  feet 
antenna  height  above  average  terrain. 

5.  We  are  of  the  view  that  rule  mak¬ 
ing  should  be  Instituted  on  the  subject 
petition  and  invite  comments  on  the  pro¬ 
posal  in  order  that  interested  parties  may 
submit  their  views  and  relevant  data. 

6.  Authority  for  the  adoption  of  the 
amendments  proposed  herein  is  con¬ 
tained  in  sections  4(i),  303,  and  307(b) 
of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended. 

7.  Pursuant  to  applicable  procedures 

set  out  in  9  1.415  of  the  Commission’s 
rules,  interested  parties  may  file  com¬ 
ments  on  or  before  January  8,  1965,  and 
reply  comments  on  or  before  January 
18,  1965.  All  submissions  by  parties  to 
this  proceeding  or  by  persons  acting  in 
behalf  of  such  parties  must  be  made  in 
written  comments,  reply  comments  or 
other  appropriate  pleadings. 

8.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
9  1.419  of  the  rules,  an  original  and  14 
copies  of  all  written  comments,  replies, 
pleadings,  briefs,  or  other  documents 
shall  be  furnished  the  Commission. 

Adopted:  December  9, 1964. 

Released :  December  10, 1964. 

Federal  Communications 

Commission,1 [seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 
Secretary. 

[FJl.  Doc.  64-12873;  Filed.  Dec.  15.  1964; 8:47  am] 

1  Commissioners  Lee  and  Cox  absent. 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 

COMMISSION 
[  49  CFR  Part  170  ] 

[Ex  Parte  No.  MC-37  (Sub-No.  10)  ] 

WARREN,  OHIO,  COMMERCIAL 
ZONE 

Proposed  Definition December  11, 1964. 

Petitioners:  General  Motors  Corpora¬ 
tion,  Interstate  Motor  Freight  System, 
Modem  Transfer  Company,  Inc.,  A.C.E. 
Freight,  Inc.,  Yellow  Transit  Freight 
Lines,  Inc.,  Lyons  Transportation  Lines, 
Inc.,  Norwalk  Truck  lines,  Inc.,  The 
Service  Transport  Co.,  C.A.B.Y.  Trans¬ 
portation  Company,  Wilson  Freight  For¬ 
warding  Company,  Middle  Atlantic 
Transportation  Co.,  Inc.,  Federal  Ex¬ 
press,  Inc.,  Kramer-Consolidated  Freight 
Lines,  Inc.,  Eastern  Express,  Inc.,  All 
States  Freight,  Inc.,  Roadway  Express, 
Inc.,  Great  Lakes  Express  Co.,  The  Ma¬ 
honing  Express  Company,  The  Lake 
Shore  Motor  Freight  Co.,  Consolidated 
Freightways,  Inc.,  Wenham  Transporta¬ 
tion,  Inc.;  petitioners’ attorneys:  Aloysius F.  Power  and  Walter  R.  Frizzell,  3044 
West  Grand  Boulevard,  Detroit,  Mich., 
48202,  Walter  N.  Bieneman,  Suite  1700, 
One  Woodward  Avenue,  Detroit,  Mich., 
48226. 

By  petitions  filed  November  23,  1964, 
petitioners  request  the  Commission  to 
institute  a  proceeding  for  the  purpose  of 
specifically  defining  the  limits  of  the 
zone  adjacent  to  and  commercially  a 
part  of  Warren,  Ohio,  which  are  now  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  general  formula  promul¬ 
gated  in  Commercial  Zones  and  Termi¬ 
nal  Areas,  46  M.C.C.  665  (49  CFR  170.16). 
Such  formula  provides  that  a  city  such 
as  Warren,  having  a  population  of  25,000 
but  less  than  100,000,  and  which  has 
not  been  accorded  individual  considera¬ 
tion,  shall  have  a  commercial  zone  which 
consists  of,  and  includes,  the  following: 

(a)  The  municipality  itself ;  (b)  all  mu¬ 
nicipalities  in  the  United  States  which 
are  contiguous  to  the  base  municipality; 
(c)  all  unincorporated  areas  within  4 
miles  of  its  corporate  limits  and  all  of  any 
other  municipality  any  part  of  which  is 
within  4  miles  of  the  base  municipality; 

and  (d)  all  municipalities  wholly  sur¬ 
rounded,  or  so  surrounded  except  for  a 

water  boundary,  by  the  base  munic¬ ipality. 

The  instant  petitions  request  a  specific 
definition  of  the  Warren  commercial 
zone  so  as  to  include  all  of  the  area 
which  is  included  by  the  application  of 
the  above  formula  and,  in  addition. 
Lords  town  Township,  in  Trumbull 

County,  Ohio.  A  portion  of  Lords  town 
Township  is  within  the  zone  as  presently 
determined. 

No  oral  hearing  is  contemplated  at  this 

time,  but  anyone  wishing  to  make  repre¬ 
sentations  in  favor  of,  or  against,  the 

above-proposed  specific  destination  of 

the  limits  of  the  Warren,  Ohio,  commer¬ 

cial  zone,  may  do  so  by  the  submission 
of  written  data,  views,  or  arguments.  An 

original  and  five  copies  of  such  data, 

views,  or  arguments  shall  be  filed  with 
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the  Commission  on  or  before  January 
25, 1965. 

Notice  to  the  general  public  of  the 
matter  herein  under  consideration  will  be 
given  by  depositing  a  copy  of  this  notice 
in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Com* 
mission  for  public  inspection  and  by  filing 
a  copy  thereof  with  the  Director,  Office 
of  the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 
[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-12900;  Piled,  Dec.  15,  1964; 8:48  a.m.] 
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Notices 

POST  OFFICE  DEPARTMENT 
CERTAIN  DESIGNATED  OFFICIALS 

Rodologation  of  Authority  With  Re- 
spect  to  Real  Property  Management 

The  following  is  the  text  of  Order  Mo. 
255  of  the  Assistant  Postmaster  General, 
Bureau  of  Facilities,  dated  December  s, 
1964: 

Assistant  Postmaster  General,  Bureau 
of  Facilities,  Order  No.  252,  dated  August 
20, 1964,  Paragraph  E  (29  F.R.  12884) ,  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

E.  Miscellaneous  expenditures.  To 
purchase  personal  property  or  services 
or  pay  fees  necessary  in  the  performance 
of  the  authority  herein  delegated  but 
limited  to  committing  the  Government 
for  title  commitments,  land  surveys,  real, 
estate  appraisals  and  to  the  purchase  of 
maps  and/or  photographs  where  the  cost 
of  such  property,  service  or  fee  does  not 
exceed  $500.00,  and  to  authorize  payment 
of  same,  except  that  not  more  nor  less 
than  $1.00  shall  be  paid  as  considera¬ 
tion  for  an  option  to  purchase  land. 

(R.S.  161,  as  amended;  6  U.S.C.  22,  39  U.S.C. 
809,  601) 

Louis  J.  Doyle, 
General  Counsel. 

[PJl.  Doc.  64-12865;  FUed,  Dec.  16,  1964; 
8:46  a.m.] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 

OREGON 

Redelegatien  of  Authority  to  District 

Managers  and  Certain  Other  Offi- 
'  cials 

December  7, 1964. 

Bureau  Order  No.  698,  as  amended, 
delegates  to  the  State  Director  the  au¬ 
thority  to  enter  into  certain  contracts 
and  leases.  Section  2  of  the  cited  Bureau 
Order  further  authorizes  the  State  Di¬ 
rector  to  redelegate  these  authorities  to 
designated  qualified  employees.  The 
contracting  authorities  redelegated  by 
the  State  Director  under  Bureau  Order 
No.  698,  together  with  restrictions  and 
limitations  outlined  in  paragraph  3  be¬ 
low,  are  as  follows: 

1.  Redelegation.  The  following  classes 
of  employees  are  authorized  to  enter  into 
contracts  for  construction,  supplies  (in¬ 
cluding  the  rental  of  equipment),  or 
services  in  amounts  not  to  exceed  $2,000 
as  provided  in  205  DM  11.1  A  ATfe. 

District  Managers. 
Land  Office  Managers. 

Offlcer-ln -charge  at  Spokane  and  Tillamook. 
Chief,  Division  of  Administration. 
District  Administrative  Assistants. 

Administrative  Assistant,  Spokane  Field 
Office. 

2.  Exceptions.  There  is  no  dollar  limi¬ 
tation  for  the  above  designated  employees 
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if  the  contract  is  for  supplies  or  services 
from  prescribed  or  mandatory  sources 
of  supply,  such  as 

a.  GSA  for  stores  items. 
b.  Existing  GSA  or  BLM  open-end 

contracts  for  tires,  equipment  repair,  etc. 

3
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procedures  
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Services  
Ad¬ ministration. 

Russell  E.  Getty, 

State  Director. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-12866;  Filed,  Dec.  15,  1964; 8:46  a.m.] 

Bureau  of  Reclamation 

CERTAIN  GREEN  MOUNTAIN  RESER¬ 

VOIR  STORAGE,  COLORADO-BIG 
THOMPSON  PROJECT 

Reservation  for  Silt  Project,  Colorado 
River  Storage  Project 

Consistent  with,  and  subject  to,  the 
Findings  of  Fact  and  Conclusions  of 
Law,  the  Stipulation  and  Final  Judgment 
and  Final  Decree  entered  in  Civil  Cases 
numbered  Civil  No.  2782,  Civil  No.  5016, 
and  Civil  No.  5017,  on  October  12,  1955, 
and  the  Consent  Decree  entered  April  16, 
1964,  stored  water  is  to  be  reserved  in 
Green  Mountain  Reservoir  in  accordance 
with  the  following  understanding : 

1.  There  is  reserved  annually  (with  no 
carry-over  right)  for  use  of  the  Silt  Proj¬ 
ect  5,000  acre-feet  of  stored  water  or 
such  lesser  amount  as  may  be  required 
to  be  released  on  demand  for  project  use. 

2.  The  first  use  of  such  allotted  water 
will  commence  during  the  year  in  which 
construction  of  the  Silt  Project  is  com¬ 
pleted,  now  scheduled  in  1966. 

3.  Power  replacement  shall  be  accom¬ 
plished  as  follows:  The  Colorado  River 
Storage  Project  shall  replace  any  power 
losses  to  the  Colorado-Big  Thompson 
Project  arising  from  the  use  of  such  al¬ 
lotment  so  that  net  power  revenues  to 
the  Colorado-Big  Thompson  Project  will 
be  equal  to  the  revenues  that  would  have 
accrued  to  the  Colorado-Big  Thompson 
Project  without  construction  of  the  Silt 
Project.  This  replacement  shall  be  ac¬ 
complished  through  an  interchange  of 
Colorado  River  Storage  Project  power 
generation  with  Green  Mountain  power 
generation. 
Recommended  for  approval: 

Dated:  October  5, 1964. 

F.  M.  Clinton, 

Regional  Director,  Region  4. 

Dated:  October  9, 1964. 
H.  P.  Dugan, 

Regional  Director,  Region  7. 

Dated:  November  5, 1964. 

Wilbur  P.  Kane, 

Acting  Commissioner. 

Approved  as  to  legal  sufficiency : 

Dated:  October  20, 1964. 
Frank  J.  Barry, 

Solicitor. 

Approved: 
Dated:  November  25, 1964. 

Stewart  L.  Udall, 

Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

[FB.  Doc.  64-12867;  Filed,  Dec.  15,  1964; 8:46  a.m.] 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 
[Docket  No.  14274] 

EXCESS  BAGGAGE  CHARGES 

Investigation;  Notice  of  Reassign¬ 
ment  of  Prehearing  Conference 

Pursuant  to  direction  of  the  Board  in 
Order  E-21564,  dated  December  7,  1964, 
the  prehearing  conference  which  was 
previously  postponed  until  further  notice 
is  hereby  reassigned  to  be  held  at  10:00 
a.m.,  e.s.t.,  January  12,  1965,  in  Room 
1027,  Universal  Building,  Connecticut 
and  Florida  Avenues  NW.,  Washington. 
D.C.,  before  the  undersigned  Examiner. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  Decem¬ 

ber  10,  1964.  ' [seal]  Milton  H.  Shapiro, 

Hearing  Examiner. 
[F.R.  Doc.  64-12912;  Filed,  Dec.  15,  1964; 8:49  ajn.] 

[Docket  No.  15714] 

UNITED  AIR  LINES 

Enforcement  Proceeding;  Notice  of 

Hearing 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958,  as  amended,  that  a  hearing  on 
the  above-entitled  matter  is  assigned  to 
be  held  on  January  26,  1965,  at  10:00 

a.m.,  e.s.t.,  in  Room  726,  Universal  Build¬ 
ing,  Florida  and  Connecticut  Avenues 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  before  Examiner William  J.  Madden. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  Decem¬ ber  11,  1964. 

[seal]  Francis  W.  Brown, 

Chief  Examiner. [F.R.  Doc.  64-12913;  Filed,  Dec.  15,  1964; 8:49  ajn.] 
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WINGS  AND  WHEELS  EXPRESS,  INC 

Notice  of  Application  for  Tariff-Filing 
Authority;  Pick-Up  and  Delivery 
lone 

December  11, 1964. 

In  accordance  with  Part  222  (14  CFR 

Part  222)  of  the  Board’s  Economic  Reg¬ 
ulations  (effective  June  12,  1964) ,  notice 

is  hereby  given  that  the  Civil  Aeronautics 

Board  has  received  an  application, 

Docket  15740,  from  Wings  and  Wheels 

Express,  Inc.,  142-42  41st  Avenue,  Flush¬ 

ing,  N.Y.,  for  authority  to  provide  true 

pickup  and  delivery  service  of  air  freight 

shipments  between  Boston,  Mass.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and  Providence,  RX,  and  New 

Bedford-Fall  River,  Mass,  (including 

pickup  and  delivery  points  in  the  termi¬ 
nal  area)  on  the  other  hand,  and  be¬ 
tween  Boston,  Mass.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and  Attleboro,  North  Attleboro,  North 

Dighton,  and  Taunton,  on  the  other 
hand. 
Under  the  provisions  of  §  222.3(c)  of 

Part  222,  interested  persons  may  file  an 
answer  in  opposition  to  or  in  support  of 
this  application  within  fifteen  (15)  days 
after  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register.  An  executed  original 

and  nineteen  copies  of  such  answer  shall 
be  addressed  to  the  Docket  Section,  Civil 
Aeronautics  Board,  Washington,  D.C., 
20428.  It  shall  set  forth  in  detail  the 

reasons  for  the  position  taken  and  in¬ 
clude  such  economic  data  and  facts  as 
are  relied  upon,  and  shall  be  served  upon 
the  applicant  and  state  the  date  of  such 
service. 

[seal]  Harold  R.  Sanderson, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-12914;  Filed,  Dec.  16,  1964; 
8:49  a.m.] 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  Nos.  15635,  16536;  FCC  64M-1236] 

NELSON  BROADCASTING  CO.  AND 
UBIQUITOUS  FREQUENCY  MODU¬ 
LATION,  INC. 

Order  Continuing  Hearing 

In  re  applications  of  Donald  P.  Nelson 
and  Wilbur  E.  Nelson,  d/b  as  Nelson 
Broadcasting  Co.,  Kingston,  N.Y., 
Docket  No.  15535,  File  No.  BPH-4211; 
Ubiquitous  Frequency  Modulation,  Inc., 
Hyde  Park,  N.Y.,  Docket  No.  15536,  File 
No.  BPH-4312;  for  construction  permits. 
The  Hearing  Examiner  having  under 

consideration  a  letter  request  from  coun¬ 
sel  for  Ubiquitous  Frequency  Modula¬ 
tion,  Inc.,  for  a  continuance  of  the  hear¬ 
ing  in  the  above-entitled  matter  now 
scheduled  for  December  14,  1964,  said 
request  being  dated  December  8,  1964, and 

It  appearing,  that  newly  arisen  con¬ 
flicts  in  hearing  dates  of  several  counsel 
necessitate  a  continuance  and  counsel 
lor  the  other  applicant  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Broadcast  Bureau  agree  to  grant¬ ing  the  request  and  for  immediate  con¬ sideration  thereof , 

It  is  ordered,  This  8th  day  of  Decem¬ 
ber  1964,  that  the  request  is  granted,  and 
that,  accordingly,  the  hearing  now 
scheduled  for  December  14,  1964,  Is 
hereby  rescheduled  to  commence  at  10:00 
a.m.,  December  21,  1964,  in  the  offices  of 
the  Commission  in  Washington,  D.C. 

Released:  December  9, 1964. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 
Secretary. 

[FR,  Doc.  64-12874;  Filed,  Dec.  15.  1964; 8:47  a.m.] 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 
'  (Docket  No.  CP65-122] 

ATLANTIC  SEABOARD  CORP. 

Notice  of  Application 
December  8, 1964. 

Take  notice  that  on  November  4,  1964, 
Atlantic  Seaboard  Corp.  (Applicant) , 
1700  MacCorkle  Avenue  SE.,  Charleston, 
W.  Va.,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP65-122  an 
application  pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  author¬ 
izing  the  construction  and  operation  of 
facilities,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in 
the  application  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  open  to  public  inspection. 

Specifically,  Applicant  seeks  author¬ 
ization  to  construct  and  operate  ap¬ 
proximately  10  miles  of  36-inch  pipeline 
partially  looping  its  existing  facilities  be¬ 
tween  its  Seneca  Compressor  Station, 
Pendleton  County,  W.  Va.,  and  its  Lost 
River  Compressor  Station,  Hardy  County, 
W.  Va.;  and  approximately  15.9  miles  of 
26-inch  gas  transmission  pipeline  replac¬ 
ing  its  existing  20-inch  facility  between 
Owings  Mills  and  Manor  Road,  Balti¬ 
more  County,  Md. 

The  application  states  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  construction  is  for  the  purpose  of 
providing  sufficient  transmission  capacity 
to  meet  increased  requirements. 

The  estimated  cost  of  the  proposed 
facilities  is  $3,926,700,  and  will  be  fi¬ 

nanced  by  the  sale  of  Applicant’s  notes and  common  stock  to  the  Columbia  Gas 
System,  Inc.,  parent  company  of  Appli¬ 
cant. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.,  20426,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before 
December  28, 1964. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 

Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission 
on  this  application  if  no  protest  or  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  is  filed  within  the  time 
required  herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its 
own  review  of  the  matter  believes  that 
a  grant  of  the  certificate  is  required  by 
the  public  convenience  and  necessity. 
If  a  protest  or  petition  for  leave  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  timely  filed,  or  if  the  Commis¬ 

sion  on  Its  own  motion  believes  that  a 
formal  hearing  is  required,  further 
notice  of  such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Gordon  M.  Grant, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-12860;  Filed,  Dec.  15,  1964; 8:46  ajxx.] 

( 

(Docket  No.  CP 65-1 13] 

EL  PASO  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Application  v 
December  8.  1964. 

Take  notice  that  on  October  27,  1964, 
El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.  (Applicant)* 
El  Paso,  Tex.,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP65- 
113  an  application  pursuant  to  section 
7(b)  of  the  natural  gas  act  for  permis¬ 
sion  and  approval  to  abandon  certain 
facilities  in  Lea  County,  N.  Mex.,  and 
Scurry  County,  Tex.,  all  as  more  fully 
set  forth  in  the  application  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

Specifically,  Applicant  seeks  permis¬ 
sion  and  approval  to  abandon  three  500 
horsepower  compressor  units  located  at 

Applicant’s  Townsend  Compressor  Sta¬ 
tion,  Lea  County,  N.  Mex.;  and  one  660 
horsepower  compressor  unit  located  at 

Applicant’s  Snyder  Compressor  Station, 
Scurry  County,  Tex. 

The  application  states  that  due  to  a 
decline  in  oil  production  in  the  Town- 
send-Edison  Field,  Lea  County,  N.  Mex., 
the  1,500  compressor  horsepower  at 
Townsend  Station  are  nb  longer  re¬ 
quired,  since  it  is  possible  to  transport 
all  available  casinghead  gas  without 
prior  compression  at  the  Townsend  loca¬ 
tion.  The  application  further  states 
that  the  availability  of  residue  gas  from 
the  Fuller  (Cogdell) ,  North  Snyder,  and 
Kelly-Snyder  gasoline  plants  has  stead¬ 
ily  declined  to  a  point  where  a  portion 
of  the  2,640  horsepower  installed  at 
Snyder  Station  is  no  longer  required  for 
future  operations. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  20426,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or 
before  January  4,  1965. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 

Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  protest  or  petition 
to  intervene  is  filed  within  the  time  re¬ 
quired  herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its 
own  review  of  the  matter  believes  that 

permission  and  approval  for  the  pro¬ 
posed  abandonment  is  required  by  the 
public  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a 
protest  or  petition  for  leave  to  intervene 
is  timely  filed,  or  if  the  Commission  on 
its  own  motion  believes  that  a  formal 
hearing  is  required,  further  notice  of 
such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 
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Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Gordon  M.  Grant, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FH.  Doc.  64-12861;  Filed,  Dec.  15,  1964; 
8:46  ana.] 

[Docket  No.  CP66-160] 

NORTH  STAR  NATURAL  GAS  COM¬ 
PANY  OF  WISCONSIN  INC. 

Notice  of  Application 

December  8, 1964. 

Take  notice  that  on  December  1,  1964, 
North  Star  Natural  Gas  Company  of 
Wisconsin  Inc.  (Applicant),  123  East 
Elm  Street,  River  Falls,  Wis.,  filed  in 
Docket  No.  CP65-160  an  application  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  7(a)  of  the  Natural  Gas  ' 
Act  for  an  order  of  the  Commission 
directing  Midwestern  Gas  Transmission 
Company  (Midwestern)  to  establish 
physical  connection  of  its  natural  gas 
transmission  facilities  with  the  natural 
gas  branch  line  and  distribution  system 
proposed  to  be  constructed  by  Applicant, 
and  to  sell  and  deliver  natural  gas  to 
Applicant,  for  distribution  and  resale  to 
the  city  of  St.  Croix  Falls,  Wis.,  and  ad¬ 
jacent  areas,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth 
in  the  application  oh  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  open  to  public  inspection. 

The  estimated  initial  three  year  period 
of  annual  and  peak  day  requirements  are 
stated  to  be:  / 

First  year Second  year Third  year 

Annual  (Mcf).... 34, 510 56,840 66,930 
Peak  day  (Mcf)-- 

304 
386 

482 

I 

Applicant  was  granted  a  franchise  to 
distribute  natural  gas  in  the  city  of  St. 
Croix  Falls,  Wis.,  by  Ordinance  No.  118 
of  the  City  Council,  dated  October  17, 
1963. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  20426,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or 
before  January  4,  1965. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 

Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  protest  or  petition 
to  intervene  is  filed  within  the  time  re¬ 
quired  herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its 
own  review  of  the  matter  believes  that 
an  order  is  required  by  the  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity.  If  a  protest  or 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely 
filed,  or  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
motion  believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is 
required,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Gordon  M.' Grant, Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-12862;  Filed,  Dec.  15,  1964; 8:46  ana.] 

[Docket  No.  CP 65-123] 

VALLEY  GAS  TRANSMISSION,  INC. 

Notice  of  Application 

December  8,' 1964. 
Take  notice  that  on  November  4,  1964, 

Valley  Gas  Transmission,  Inc.  (Appli¬ 
cant),  Post  Office  Box  1188,  Houston, 
Tex.,  77001,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP65- 
123  an  application  pursuant  to  section 
7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certif¬ 
icate  of  public  convenience  and  neces¬ 
sity  authorizing  the  construction  and 
operation  of  facilities  and  the  sale  of 
natural  gas,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth 
in  the  application  on  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  open  to  public  inspection. 

Specifically,  Applicant  seeks  authority 
to  sell  an  additional  10,000  Mcf  of  natural 
gas  per  day  to  Iroquois  Gas  Corporation 
(Iroquois)  on  a  firm  basis  commencing 
on  or  before  January  1,  1965.  Applicant 
seeks  further  authorization  to  construct 
and  operate  approximately  2.5  miles  of 
6-inch  pipe,  4.0  miles  of  4-inch  pipe,  .4 
mile  of  2-inch  pipe  and  appropriate  me¬ 
tering  and  appurtenant  facilities,  for 
the  purpose  of  effectuating  said  sale. 
The  application  states  that  the  gas 

sold  by  Applicant  to  Iroquois  will  then 
be  transported  by  Tennessee  Gas  Trans¬ 
mission  Company  (Tennessee)  for  the 

account  of  Iroquois  to  Tennessee’s  deliv¬ 
ery  point  to  Iroquois  at  its  East  Aurora 
Sales  Meter  Station  located  in  Erie 
County,  N.Y. 

The  estimated  cost  of  the  proposed  fa¬ 
cilities  is  $170,000,  and  will  be  financed 
with  current  working  funds. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.,  20426,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or 
before  December  28, 1964. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 

Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission 
on  this  application  if  no  protest  or  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  is  filed  within  the  time 
required  herein,  if  the  Commission  on 
its  own  review  of  the  matter  believes 
that  a  grant  of  the  certificate  is  required 

by  the  public  convenience  and  neces¬ 
sity.  If  a  protest  or  petition  for  leave  to 
intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  its  own  motion  believes  that 
a  formal  hearing  is  required,  further 
notice  of  such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 

A 

unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Gordon  M.  Grant, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[FH.  Doc.  64-12863;  Filed.  Dec.  15,  1964; 8:46  ajn.] 

[Docket  No.  CP64-89 ] 

CITIES  SERVICE  GAS  CO.  AND  NAT. 
URAL  GAS  PIPELINE  COMPANY  OF 
AMERICA 

Notice  of  Application  To  Amend 
December  10, 1964. 

Take  notice  that  on  December  1,  1964, 
Cities  Service  Gas  Co.  (Cities  Service), 
Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma  and  Natural 
Gas  Pipeline  Company  of  America  (Nat¬ 
ural)  ,  Chicago,  Ill.,  filed  in  Docket  No. 
CP64-89  a  joint  application  to  further 
amend  the  order  of  the  Commission 
originally  issued  January  2,  1964,  and 
amended  by  order  of  the  Commission 
dated  August  14,  1964,  by  requesting  ap¬ 
proval  of  an  extension  in  time  of  the 
parties’  Gas  Exchange  Agreement  dated 
September  30,  1963,  and  amended  April 
13, 1964  and  September  24, 1964,  and  also 
requesting  authorization  to  construct 
and  operate  certain  facilities,  all  as  more 
fully  set  forth  in  the  application  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

Specifically,  Applicants  request  ex¬ 
tension  of  the  period  during  which 
natural  gas  may  be  exchanged  between 
them,  from  May  1, 1965  to  May  1, 1970. 

In  addition,  Cities  Service  seeks  au¬ 
thorization  to  construct  and  operate  an 
additional  delivery  point  for  gas  deliv¬ 
ered  on  an  exchange  basis  to  Natural  in 
Gray  County,  Tex.,  consisting  of  a  meter 
with  appurtenant  regulator  equipment, 

and  approximately  .57  mile  of  10-inch 
pipeline.  Cities  Service  will  also  replace 
two  existing  500#  WP.  compressors  at 
its  Pampa  Compressor  Station  with  two 
1000#  WP.  compressors. 

In  addition,  Natural  seeks  authoriza¬ 
tion  to  install  and  operate  a  side  tap  con¬ 
nection  on  its  26-inch  pipeline  in  order 
to  receive  volumes  of  gas  from  Cities 
Service  at  this  additional  exchange  point. 

The  total  estimated  cost  of  the  Cities 
Service  proposed  facilites  is  $84,960,  and 
will  be  financed  with  treasury  cash;  the 

total  estimated  cost  of  Natural’s  pro¬ 
posed  facilities  is  $3,700,  and  will  also 
be  financed  with  funds  on  hand. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  20426,  in 
accordance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and 

procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  be¬ fore  January  4,  1965. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission's  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 

cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 

this  application  if  no  protest  or  petition 

to  intervene  is  filed  within  the  time  re- 
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Wednesday ,  December  16,  1964 

auired  herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its 

own  review  of  the  matter  believes  that 

an  order  is  required  by  the  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity.  If  a  protest  or 

petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely 

filed,  or  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
motion  believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is 

required,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 

will  be  duly  given. 
Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 

for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Joseph  H.  Outride, 
Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.  64-12886;  PUed,  Dec.  15,  1964; 
8:47  ajn.l 

[Docket  No.  CP65-136] 

CITY  OF  LAWRENCEVILLE,  GEORGIA 

Notice  of  Application 

December  9, 1964. 

Take  notice  that  on  November  12, 1964, 
the  city  of  Lawrenceville,  Ga.  (Appli¬ 
cant),  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP65-136  an 
application  pursuant  to  section  7(a)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  an  order  of  the 
Commission  directing  Transcontinental 
Gas  Pipe  Line  Corporation  (Transco)  to 
abandon  the  present  physical  connection 
of  its  natural  gas  transmission  facilities, 
and  to  establish  physical  connection  with 
the  facilities  of  Applicant  at  a  new  loca¬ 
tion,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the 
application  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  open  to  public  inspection. 

Specifically,  Applicant  proposes  to  con¬ 
struct  approximately  3.8  miles  of  6-inch 
pipeline  from  the  proposed  relocated  de¬ 
livery  point,  replacing  existing  line 
which  the  application  states  is  old,  cor¬ 
roded,  and  potentially  dangerous. 
The  application  further  states  that 

since  construction  of  the  present  trans¬ 
mission  line  was  completed,  the  city  has 
tended  to  grow  in  areas  beyond  the  limits 
of  the  existing  line,  and  that  the  con¬ 
struction  of  a  new  6 -inch  transmission 
line  from  the  proposed  relocated  point 
of  delivery  will  enable  the  city  to  pro¬ 
vide  adequate  service  to  its  existing  and 
potential  consumers. 
The  estimated  cost  of  the  proposed  fa¬ 

cilities  of  Applicant  is  $69,500,  which  will 
be  financed  by  means  of  funds  heretofore 
received  for  Gas  Revenue  Anticipation 
Certificates  issued  January  1,  1951. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.,  20426,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  be¬ 
fore  January  4,  1965. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  protest  or  petition 
to  intervene  is  filed  within  the  time  re¬ 
quired  herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its 
own  review  of  the  matter  believes  that 
,an  order  is  required  by  the  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity.  If  a  protest  or 

petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely 
filed,  or  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
motion  believes  that  a  formal  hearing 

is  required,  further  notice  of  such  hear¬ 
ing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 
Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  64-12886;  Piled,  Dec.  16,  1964; 8:47  am.] 

[Docket  No.  CP65-102 ] 

COLUMBIA  GULF  TRANSMISSION  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

December  10, 1964. 

Take  notice  that  on  October  13,  1964, 
Columbia  Gulf  Transmission  Co.  (Appli¬ 
cant)  ,  3805  West  Alabama  Avenue,  Hous¬ 
ton,  Tex.,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP65-102 
an  application  pursuant  to  section  7(c) 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate 

of  public  convenience  and  necessity  au¬ 
thorizing  the  construction  and  operation 
of  certain  natural  gas  pipeline  facilities, 
all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the  appli¬ 
cation  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
open  to  public  inspection. 

Specifically,  Applicant  seeks  authoriza¬ 
tion  to  construct  and  operate  eleven 
main  line  loops  consisting  of  approxi¬ 
mately  143.6  miles  of  30-inch  O.D.  pipe, 
and  17.4  miles  of  30-inch  pipeline  loop 

on  Applicant’s  East  Lateral  in  St.  Mary Parish,  La. 
The  application  states  that  the  pro¬ 

posed  facilities  are  required  in  order  to 
transport  substantial  volumes  of  natural 
gas  to  meet  estimated  increased  require¬ 
ments  of  the  United  Fuel  Gas  Company 
(United  Fuel)  for  the  twelve  month 
period  beginning  November  1, 1965. 

The  application  further  states  that  the 
additional  gas  to  be  transported  by  Ap¬ 
plicant  will  be  obtained  under  long-term 
purchase  agreements  entered  into  by 
United  Fuel  on  June  28, 1963,  with  Hum¬ 
ble  Oil  &  Refining  Company  and  Isaac 
Arnold,  et  al. 

The  application  further  states  that  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  present  daily  design  capacity 
of  972,500  Mcf  will  be  increased  by  the 
proposed  construction  to  1,077,500  Mcf. 

The  total  estimated  cost  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  construction  is  $22,596,100  and  will 

be  financed  by  the  sale  of  Applicant’s notes  and  common  stock  to  the  Columbia 
Gas  System,  Inc.,  parent  company  of 

Applicant. 
Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 

be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.,  20426,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or 
before  January  4,  1965. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 

Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  protest  or  petition 
to  intervene  is  filed  within  the  time  re¬ 

quired  herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its 
own  review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a 
grant  of  the  certificate  is  required  by 
the  public  convenience  and  necessity.  If 
a  protest  or  petition  for  leave  to  intervene 
is  timely  filed,  or  if  the  Commission  on 
its  own  motion  believes  that  a  formal 
hearing  is  required,  further  notice  of 
such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-12887;  Filed,  Dec.  16,  1964; 8:47  a.m.[ 

[Docket  No.  CP65-114[ 

EL  PASO  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

December  9, 1964. 

Take  notice  that  on  October  27, 1964,  El 
Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.  (Applicant),  El 

Paso,  Tex.,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP65-114 
an  application  pursuant  to  sections  7(b) 
and  7  (c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  per¬ 
mission  and  approval  to  abandon  certain 
facilities  and  for  a  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  authorizing 
the  construction  and  operation  of  certain 
facilities,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in 
the  application  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  open  to  public  inspection. 

Specifically,  Applicant  proposes  to 
abandon,  by  sale  to  the  Navajo  Tribe,  ap¬ 
proximately  7.162  miles  of  2%-inch  O.D. 
pipeline,  a  measuring  and  regulating 
station,  and  a  tap,  all  within  the  Navajo 
Indian  Reservation  (Reservation) , 
Apache  County,  Ariz. 

Applicant  seeks  further  authorization 
to  construct  and  operate  a  measuring  and 
regulating  station,  and  necessary  ap¬ 
purtenances,  located  at  a  point  adjacent 

to  Applicant’s  San  Juan  Mainline  at  the 
origin  of  the  pipeline  hereinbefore  de¬ 
scribed. 
The  application  states  that  the  pro¬ 

posed  abandonment  and  construction  are 
required  by  the  fact  that  the  Navajo 
Tribe  is  succeeding  Southern  Union  Gas 
Co.  (Southern)  as  purchaser  and  dis¬ 
tributor  of  natural  gas  heretofore  pur¬ 
chased  and  distributed  by  Southern  to 
Ganado  Indian  School  and  Mission  and 
Kin  Li  Chee  Boarding  School,  both 
located  on  the  Reservation. 

The  purchase  price  to  be  paid  by  the 
Navajo  Tribe  for  the  facilities  of  Ap¬ 
plicant  is  $20,908;  the  estimated  cost  of 
the  facilities  proposed  to  be  constructed 
by  Applicant  is  $7,260,  and  will  be  fi¬ 
nanced  with  current  working  funds. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.,  20426,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before 
January  4,  1965. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 

Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
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further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  protest  or  petition 
to  intervene  is  filed  within  the  time  re¬ 
quired  herein.  If  the  Commission  on  its 
own  review  of  the  matter  believes  that 
a  grant  of  the  certificate  and  permission 
and  approval  for  the  proposed  abandon¬ 
ment  are  required  by  the  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity.  If  a  protest  or 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely 
filed,  or  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
motion  believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is 
required,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Joseph  H.  Outride, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doe.  64-12888;  Filed,  Dee.  16,  1864; 
8:47  ajn.] 

[Docket  No.  RI65-370] 

MRS.  ANNA  HUBER 

Order  Providing  for  Hearing  on  and 
Suspension  of  Proposed  Change  in 
Rate 

December  9, 1964. 

On  November  9, 1964,  Mrs.  Anna  Huber 
(Huber)*  tendered  for  filing  a  proposed 
change  in  her  presently  effective  rate 
schedule  for  sales  of  natural  gas  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion.  The  proposed  change,  which  con¬ 
stitutes  an  increased  rate  and  charge, 
is  contained  in  the  following  designated 
filing: 

Description:  Notice  of  Change,  dated  Oc¬ 
tober  6, 1864. 

Purchaser  and  producing  area:  Hope  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Co.  (Sardis  Field,  Harrison  County, 
Y7.  Va.) . 

Rate  schedule  designation:  Supplement  No. 
4  to  Huber’s  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  1. 

Effective  date:  December  10,  1864.* 
Amount  of  annual  increase :  $487. 

Effective  rate:  20.0  cent  per  Mcf* 
Proposed  rate:  26.0461  cents  per  Mcf.4 
Pressure  base:  16.325  psla. 

Concurrently  with  the  filing  of  the 
aforementioned  unilateral  rate  increase, 
Huber  filed  a  notice  of  cancellation  of 
its  FPC  Oas  Rate  Schedule  No.  1.  Huber 
invokes  the  following  contract  provision 

as  a  basis  for  cancellation:  “This  con¬ 
tract  and  all  rights  hereunder  shall  con¬ 
tinue  for  a  term  of  five  years  from  the 

date  hereof '  and  so  much  longer  there¬ 
after  as  gas  is  produced  in  paying  and 
marketable  quantities  from  the  land 
herein  described,  provided,  however,  that 
after  the  expiration  of  one  year  from  the 

date  hereof  either  party  to  this  agree¬ 
ment  may  terminate  and  annul  the  same 
after  giving  notice  of  the  intention  so 
to  do,  in  writing,  thirty  days  previous 

to  such  termination,  •  •  •”  By  letter 
dated  October  30, 1964,  Huber  served  no- 

4  Address  is:  Post  Office  Box  414,  Rumson, 
NJ. 

*  Tbe  stated  effective  date  is  the  first  day 
after  expiration  of  the  required  statutory 
notice. 

*  Producer's  filing  shows  current  price  as 
being  18.66  cents  per  Mcf,  which  is  Incorrect. 

4  Unilateral  rate  Increase. 
■  The  contract  Is  dated  Sept.  80,  1826. 

tice  on  Hope  Natural  Oas  Co.  (Hope)  of 
the  proposed  cancellation  and  unilateral 
rate  increase.  Huber  further  states  that 
she  is  cancelling  the  contract  because 

the  current  20.01  per  Mcf  rate  *  and  the 
volumes  of  gas  purchased  no  longer  pro¬ 
vide  an  economically  feasible  or  attrac¬ 
tive  market  for  the  gas.  The  26.04614 
per  Mcf  proposed  herein  is  the  rate  es¬ 
tablished  by  the  Seventh  Amendment  for 
sales  in  West  Virginia,  applicable  to  rate 
schedules  from  which  all  price  escala¬ 
tions  clauses  are  being  eliminated,  ex¬ 
cept  for  provisions  for  future  changes 
in  tax  reimbursement.  Huber  states 
that  no  further  price  increases  would  be 
requested  unless  permitted  by  the  Com¬ 
mission. 

On  December  1, 1964,  Hope  filed  a  pro¬ 
test  with  respect  to  this  rate  change, 
requesting  that  it  be  rejected.  Hope 
contends  that  Huber  has  no  right  to 
terminate  the  contract  by  unilateral  ac¬ 
tion  without  obtaining  abandonment  au¬ 
thorization  under  section  7(b)  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  and  therefore  does  not 
have  the  right  to  make  the  instant  filing. 
Hope  also  contends  that  the  price  sought 
by  Huber  is  unjustified  since  it  does  not 
meet  the  criteria  established  by  the  Sev¬ 
enth  and  Ninth  Amendments  to  the  Pol¬ 
icy  Statement.  Hope  further  claims  that 

the  real  purpose  of  Huber’s  filing  is  to 
stay  connected  to  Hope’s  facilities,  but 
to  cancel,  selectively,  only  the  price  and 
delivery  provisions  of  the  existing  con¬ 
tract  and  to  rewrite  such  provisions  with 
new  terms  more  favorable  to  Huber. 

Since  Huber  in  connection  with  her 
unilateral  rate  filing  has  purported  to 
terminate  her  contract  with  Hope.  Huber 
cannot  come  within  the  provisions  of 
the  Ninth  Amendment  to  the  Policy 
Statement  which  require  that  a  contract 
must  have  a  term  of  at  least  five  years 
remaining  in  order  for  the  provisions  of 
the  Seventh  Amendment  to  be  appli¬ 
cable.  In  view  of  the  issues  raised  by 
Hope  in  its  protest  as  to  the  legality  of 

Huber’s  rate  filing,  we  shall  provide  that 
the  hearing  provided  for  herein  shall 
concern  itself  with  the  legality  of  the 
instant  filing  as  well  as  the  statutory 
lawfulness  of  such  filing. 

The  increased  rate  proposed  by  Huber 
is  in  excess  of  the  applicable  area  price 
level  for  increased  rates  as  set  forth  in 

the  Commission’s  Statement  of  General 
Policy  No.  61-1,  as  amended  (18  CFR  Ch. 
I,  Part  2,  §  2.56) . 

The  proposed  changed  rate  and  charge 
may  be  unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly  dis¬ 
criminatory,  or  preferential,  or  otherwise 
unlawful. 

The  Commission  finds:  It  is  necessaiy 
and  proper  in  the  public  interest  and  to 
aid  in  the  enforcement  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  enter  upon  a  hearing  concerning 

the  legality  of  Huber’s  filing  and  the 
lawfulness  of  the  proposed  change,  and 

that  Supplement  No.  4  to  Huber’s  FPC 
Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  1  be  suspended 
and  the  use  thereof  deferred  as  herein¬ 
after  ordered. 

The  Commission  orders: 
(A)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 

Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  sections 

4  and  15  thereof,  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure,  and  the  regu¬ 
lations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 

CFR  Ch.  I),  a  public  hearing  shall  be 
held  upon  a  date  to  be  fixed  by  notice 
from  the  Secretary  concerning  the  legal¬ 

ity  of  Huber’s  filing  and  the  lawfulness 
of  the  proposed  increased  rate  and 
charge  contained  in  Supplement  No.  4 
to  Huber's  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  l 

(B)  Pending  such  hearing  and  deci¬ 
sion  thereon.  Supplement  No.  4  to  Hu¬ 
ber’s  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  1  is 
hereby  suspended  and  the  use  thereof 
deferred  until  May  10,  1965,  and  there¬ 
after  until  such  further  time  as  it  is  made 
effective  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  the 
Natural  Gas  Act. 

(C)  Neither  the  supplement  hereby 
suspended,  nor  the  rate  schedule  sought 
to  be  altered  thereby,  shall  be  changed 
until  this  proceeding  has  been  disposed 
of  or  until  the  period  of  suspension  has 
expired,  unless  otherwise  ordered  by  the 
Commission. 

(D)  Notices  of  intervention  or  peti¬ 
tions  to  intervene  may  be  filed  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20426,  in  accordance  with  the  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1J5 
and  1.37(f))  on  or  before  January  25, 
1965. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Joseph  H.  Gutride, Secretary. 

[FJL  Doe.  64-12888;  Filed,  Dec.  IS,  1964; 8:47  ajn.] 

[Docket  No.  CP65-121] 

NORTHERN  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

December  9, 1964. 

Take  notice  that  on  November  4, 1964, 
Northern  Natural  Gas  Co.  (Applicant), 
2223  Dodge  Street,  Omaha,  Nebr.,  filed 
in  Docket  No.  CP65-121  an  application 
pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  authorizing  the 
construction  and  operation  of  facilities, 
all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the  applica¬ 
tion  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
open  to  public  inspection. 

Specifically.  Applicant  proposes  to  con¬ 
struct  and  operate  measuring  and  regu¬ 
lating  facilities  and  appurtenances  to  es¬ 
tablish  a  new  delivery  point  for  Peoples 
Natural  Gas  Division  of  Northern  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Co.  (Peoples) .  Applicant  pro¬ 
poses  to  deliver  peak  day  volumes  of  295 
Mcf  of  firm  gas  to  Peoples,  for  resale  to 

the  Dekalb  Agricultural  Association  (De¬ 
kalb)  for  use  in  Dekalb’s  new  plant  near 
Dumas,  Moore  County,  Tex.,  for  heating, 
water  heating  and  grain  drying. 

The  estimated  cost  of  the  proposed 
facilities  is  $3,570,  for  which  Applicant will  be  reimbursed  by  Peoples. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 

be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 

mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  20426,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or before  January  7, 1965. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 

the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 

to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 

and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 

Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro* 
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cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 

further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 

this  application  if  no  protest  or  petition 

to  intervene  is  filed  within  the  time  re¬ 
quired  herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its 

own  review  of  the  matter  believes  that  a 

grant  of  the  certificate  is  required  by 

the  public  convenience  and  necessity.  If 

a  protest  or  petition  for  leave  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  timely  filed,  or  if  the  Commission 

on  its  own  motion  believes  that  a  formal 

hearing  is  required,  further  notice  of 

such  notice  of  such  hearing  will  be  duly 

given. 
Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 

for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Joseph  H.  Outride, 
Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.  64-12890;  Piled,  Dec.  15,  1964; 
8:47  am.] 

[Docket  No.  CP65-159] 

NORTH  STAR  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

December  9, 1964. 

Take  notice  that  on  December  1,  1964, 
North  Star  Natural  Qas  Co.  (Applicant) , 
123  East  Ash  Street,  Wadena,  Minn.,  filed 
in  Docket  No.  CP65-159  an  application 
pursuant  to  section  7(a)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  for  an  order  of  the  Commission 
directing  Midwestern  Gas  Transmission 
Co.  (Midwestern)  to  establish  physical 
connection  of  its  natural  gas  transmis¬ 
sion  facilities  with  the  natural  gas  branch 
line  and  distribution  system  proposed  to 
be  constructed  by  Applicant,  and  to  sell 
and  deliver  natural  gas  to  Applicant  for 
distribution  and  resale  in  the  City  of 
Thief  River  Falls,  Minn.,  all  as  more 
fully  set  forth  in  the  application  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 
The  estimated  initial  three  year  pe¬ 

riod  of  annual  and  peak  day  require¬ 
ments  are  stated  to  be; 

First  year Second  year Third  year 

Annual  (Mcf) _ 

Peak  day  (Mcf)-- 
130,000 

872 

287,520 

1,840 

383,210 

2,421 

Applicant  was  granted  a  franchise  to 
distribute  natural  gas  in  the  city  of  Thief 
River  Falls,  Minn.,  and  environs  by  Ordi¬ 
nance  No.  300  of  the  City  Council  dated 
September  7,  1964. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.,  20426,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before 
January  4, 1965. 
Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 

the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  protest  or  petition 
to  intervene  is  filed  within  the  time  re¬ 
quired  herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its 

own  review  of  the  matter  believes  that 
an  order  is  required  by  the  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity.  If  a  protest  or 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely 
filed,  or  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
motion  believes  that  a  formal  hearing 

is  required,  further  notice  of  such  hear¬ 
ing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Joseph  H.  Outride, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-12891;  Filed,  Dec.  15,  1964; 8:47  a.m.] 

[Docket  No.  CP65-241 

OHIO  FUEL  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

December  9,  1964. 

Take  notice  that  on  July  22,  1964,  as 
amended  on  October  13,  1964,  the  Ohio 
Fuel  Gas  Co.  (Applicant),  99  North 
Front  Street,  Columbus,  Ohio,  filed  in 
Docket  No.  CP65-24  an  application  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  for  a  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  authorizing  the  construc¬ 
tion  and  operation  of  certain  facilities 
in  order  to  provide  a  total  of  six  addi¬ 
tional  delivery  points  to  three  existing 
customers,  the  Dayton  Power  &  Light  Co. 
(Dayton),  West  Ohio  Gas  Co.  (West 
Ohio),  and  Columbia  Gas  of  Ohio,  Inc. 
(Columbia  of  Ohio),  all  as  more  fully 
set  forth  in  the  application,  as  amended, 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  open  to 
public  inspection. 

Specifically,  Applicant  proposes  to  con¬ 
struct  and  operate  the  following  facili¬ 
ties  for  (1)  Dayton:  A  tap  on  Line  A-97, 
regulator  and  measuring  station  for  de¬ 
livery  of  gas  for  resale  and  distribution 
in  the  unincorporated  community  of 
Frederick  and  environs,  Miami  County, 
Ohio;  (2)  West  Ohio:  a  tap  on  Line  D- 
322,  regulator  and  measuring  station  for 
delivery  of  gas  for  resale  and  distribu¬ 
tion  in  the  unincorporated  community  of 
Westminster  and  environs,  Allen  County, 
Ohio,  and  (3)  Columbia  of  Ohio:  (a)  a 
tap  and  measuring  station  on  Line  D  for 
delivery  of  gas  for  resale  and  distribution 
in  the  incorporated  community  of  Fulton 
and  environs,  Morrow  County,  Ohio,  (b) 
a  tap  on  Line  D-35  for  delivery  of  gas  for 
resale  and  distribution  in  the  unincor¬ 
porated  community  of  Adrian  and  en¬ 
virons,  Seneca  County,  Ohio,  (c)  a  tap 
on  Line  V-100  for  delivery  of  gas  for  re¬ 
sale  to  Snow  Bowl,  Inc.  for  use  by  the 
latter  in  its  ski  lodge  and  resort  presently 
under  construction  in  Harrison  County, 
Ohio,  and  (d)  a  tap  on  Line  Z-8  for  de¬ 
livery  of  gas  for  resale  to  International 

Harvester  Co.  at  the  latter’s  new  factory 
in  Clark  County,  Ohio;  International 
Harvester  will  use  natural  gas  for  wash¬ 
ing,  drying,  paint  drying,  space  heating 
and  air  conditioning  at  its  new  truck 
manufacturing  plant,  and  (e)  a  tap  on 
Line  FE-345  and  measuring  station  for 
delivery  of  gas  for  resale  in  the  unin¬ 
corporated  community  of  Reedsville  and 
environs,  Meigs  County,  Ohio. 

The  estimated  third  year  peak  day  and 
annual  natural  gas  requirements  for  the 
proposed  services  are: 

Customer Market 

Peak  day 

(Mcf) 

Annual 

(Mcf) 

Frederick _ 84 

8,530 

28,063 
West  Ohio.. 

Westminster _ 

205 

Columbia  of 
Fulton _ 

133 

15,600 

Ohio. 
Adrian _ 

45 

5,300 

Snow  Bowl,  Inc... 

80 

13,000 International 

Harvester. 

2,700 

407,000 

M Reedsville _ 
138 

17,760 Total _ 

3,304 

495,253 

The  application  indicates  that  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  customers  have  requested  the 
proposed  additional  delivery  points  in 
order  to  serve  their  potential  customers 
in  communities  and  environs  contiguous 
to  their  respective  service  areas  not  pres¬ 
ently  supplied  with  natural  gas. 
The  total  estimated  cost  of  the  pro¬ 

posed  facilities  is  $20,671,  which  cost  will 
be  financed  from  cash  on  hand. 

Applicant  states  that  the  present  con¬ 
tractual  commitments  with  the  subject 
customers  are  considered  adequate  to 

provide  for  the  initial  service;  therefore,  ' no  increase  in  contract  demands  is 
contemplated. 

This  matter  is  one  that  should  be  dis¬ 
posed  of  as  promptly  as  possible  under 
the  applicable  rules  and  regulations  and 
to  that  end: 

Take  further  notice  that  preliminary 
staff  analysis  has  indicated  that  there 
are  no  problems  which  would  warrant  a 
recommendation  that  the  Commission 
designate  this  application  for  formal 
hearing  before  an  examiner  and  that, 
pursuant  to  the  authority  contained  in 
and  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  conferred 
upon  the  Federal  Power  Commission  by 
sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act, 
and  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure,  a  hearing  may  be  held 
without  further  notice  before  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  this  application  provided  no 
protest  or  petition  to  intervene  is  filed 
within  the  time  required  herein.  Where 

a  protest  or  petition  for  leave  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  timely  filed,  or  where  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  its  own  motion  believes  that 
a  formal  hearing  is  required,  further 
notice  of  such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.,  20426,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or 
before  December  31, 1964. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-12892;  Filed,  Dec.  15,  1964; 8:47  a.m.] 

[Docket  No.  CP65-110] 
PANHANDLE  EASTERN  PIPE  LINE  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 
December  10,  1964. 

Take  notice  that  on  October  26,  1964, 
Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Co.  (Ap- 
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plicant).  New  York,  N.Y.,  and  Kansas 
City,  Mo.,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP65-110 
an  application  pursuant  to  section  7(c) 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate 
of  public  convenience  and  necessity 
authorizing  the  construction  and  opera¬ 
tion  of  certain  facilities,  all  as  more  fully 
set  forth  in  the  application  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  open  to  public  in¬ 
spection. 

Specifically,  Applicant  seeks  authori¬ 
zation  to  construct  and  operate  a  new 
interchange  for  Michigan  Gas  Storage 
Co.  (Michigan) ,  which  is  to  be  located  on 

Applicant’s  North  line,  in  Saginaw 
County,  Mich.  The  application  states 
that  the  purpose  of  this  interchange  is 

to  provide  flexibility  on  Michigan’s 
system. 

The  estimated  cost  of  Applicant’s  pro¬ 
posed  construction  is  $6,600,  and  will  be 
financed  with  funds  on  hand. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.,  20426,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before 
January  4, 1965. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 

Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  protest  or  petition 
to  intervene  is  filed  within  the  time  re¬ 
quired  herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its 
own  review  of  the  matter  believes  that  a 
grant  of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the 
public  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a 
protest  or  petition  for  leave  to  intervene 
is  timely  filed,  or  if  the  Commission  on 
its  own  motion  believes  that  a  formal 
hearing  is  required,  further  notice  of 
such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 
Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 

for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Joseph  H.  Outride, 
Secretary. 

JF.R.  Doc.  64-12893;  Plied.  Dec.  15,  1964; 8:47  am.) 

[Docket  No.  CP64-110) 

SOUTH  GEORGIA  NATURAL  GAS 
CO. 

Notice  of  Application  To  Amend 
December  10,  1964. 

Take  notice  that  on  November  25, 1964, 
South  Georgia  Natural  Gas  Co.  (Appli¬ 
cant),  Thomasville,  Ga.,  filed  in  Docket 
No.  CP64-110  an  application  to  emend 
the  order  of  the  Commission  issued  Jan¬ 
uary  16,  1964,  which  order  permitted 
Applicant  to  abandon  to  the  city  of 
Dawson,  Ga.  (Dawson) ,  1,910  feet  of  its 

3  Vi -inch  O.D.  Line  No.  7.  In  the  sub¬ 
ject  application.  Applicant  requests  per¬ 
mission  and  approval  to  abandon,  by 
sale  to  Dawson,  an  additional  1,572  feet 
of  Line  No.  7. 

The  application  states  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  abandonment  is  requested  pur¬ 

suant  to  a  request  by  Dawson  that  Ap¬ 
plicant  move  its  present  meter  and  reg¬ 
ulating  station  in  a  westerly  direction 
1,572  feet  due  to  industrial  and  com¬ 
mercial  development  in  the  area. 

The  application  further  states  that 
the  proposed  sale  price  of  the  properly 
sought  to  be  abandoned  by  Applicant 
is  $3,009.54,  which  represents  its  fair  and 
reasonable  value. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  20426,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or 
before  January  4, 1965. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 

Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  protest  or  petition 
to  intervene  is  filed  within  the  time  re¬ 
quired  herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its 
own  review  of  the  matter  believes  that 
an  order  is  required  by  the  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity.  If  a  protest  or 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely 
filed,  or  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
motion  believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is 
required,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Joseph  H.  Gut  ride, 
Secretary. 

[FH.  Doc.  64-12894;  Filed,  Dec.  15,  1964; 

8:48  a.m.]  ^ 

HOUSING  AND  HOME 
FINANCE  AGENCY 

Office  of  the  Administrator 

ACTING  REGIONAL  ADMINISTRATOt 
REGION  VI  (SAN  FRANCISCO) 

Designation 
The  officers  appointed  to  the  following 

listed  positions  in  Region  VI  (San  Fran¬ 
cisco)  are  hereby  designated  to  serve  a* 
Acting  Regional  Administrator,  Region 
VI,  during  the  absence  of  the  Regional 
Administrator,  with  all  the  powers,  func¬ 
tions,  and  duties  delegated  or  assigned 
to  the  Regional  Administrator,  pro- 
vided  that  no  officer  is  authorized  to 
serve  as  Acting  Regional  Administrator 
unless  all  other  officers  whose  titles  pre¬ 
cede  his  in  this  designation  are  unable 
to  act  by  reason  of  absence: 

1.  Regional  Counsel. 
2.  Regional  Director  of  Community 

Facilities. 
3.  Regional  Director  of  Administra¬ 

tion. This  designation  supersedes  the  desig¬ 
nation  effective  November  1,  1962  (27 
Fit.  11518,  November  22,  1962). 

(Housing  and  Home  Finance  Administra¬ 
tor’s  delegation  effective  May  4,  1962  (27 
F.R.  4319,  May  4,  1962)) 

Effective  as  of  the  16th  day  of  Novem¬ 
ber  1964. 

[seal]  Robert  B.  Pitts, 
Regional  Administrator, 

_  Region  VI. 

[P8.  Doc.  64-12898;  Filed,  Dec.  15,  1964; 
8:48  an.] 

[Docket  Nos.  0-8288,  etc.,  and  0-18353] 

SUN  OIL  CO. 

Order  Conditionally  Approving  Rate 
Settlement  Proposal,  Severing  and 

Terminating  Proceeding  and  Pre¬ 
scribing  Refunds;  Correction 

October  23,  1964. 

In  the  Order  Conditionally  Approving 
Rate  Settlement  Proposal,  Severing  and 

Terminating  Proceedings  and  Prescrib¬ 
ing  Refunds,  issued  October  1,  1964  and 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  Octo¬ 
ber  13,  1964  (Fit.  Doc.  64-19281;  Fit. 
14086-14092) ;  add  the  following  to  Ap¬ 

pendix  C: 
Section  7(c)  Dockets  To  Be  Sevebed  From 
the  Proceedings  in  Union  Texas  Petro¬ 
leum,  et  al.  Docket  No.  <3-13221,  et  ax.., 
and  Certificated  bt  the  Statutory  Hear¬ 
ing  Procedure 

Docket  Nos. 

G— 3653 1 _ 
<3-11116*  _ 
<3-15267  _ 

CI60-75  _ 
CI60— 400  _ 

B.S.  NOS. 

88 
_  76 98 

_  119 

*  These  proceedings  Involve  added  acreage only. 

Joseph  H.  Outride, 
Secretary. 

[FR.  Doc.  64-12895;  Filed,  Dec.  15.  1964; 8:48  am.] 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

HANNA  MINING  CO. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Application  for 
Order  Granting  Application  With 

Respect  to  Proposed  Transactions 
[File  No.  812-1741] 

December  10,  1964. 
Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Hanna 

Mining  Cd.  (“Hanna  Mining”),  100  Eric- 
view  Plaza,  Cleveland,  Ohio,  44114,  ap¬ 
proximately  46.5  percent  of  the  out¬ 
standing  voting  stock  of  which  is  owned 

by  the  M.  A.  Hanna  Co.  (“Hanna”),  a closed-end  nondiversifled  investment 

company  registered  under  the  Invest¬ 

ment  Company  Act  of  1940  (“Act”) ,  has 
filed  an  application  under  section  17(d) 
of  the  Act  and  Rule  17d-l  thereunder  for 
an  order  of  the  Commission  granting  said 

application  with  respect  to  the  partici¬ 

pation  by  Inland  Steel  Co.  (“Inland”). 
Wheeling  Steel  Corp.  (“Wheeling”)  and 
Hanna.  Mining  in  a  project  for  the  devel¬ 

opment  of  certain  magnetic  taconite 

properties  in  Minnesota  owned  by  But¬ 
ler  Brothers  (“Butler’’),  a  Minnesota 
corporation.  Under  the  act,  Hanna 
Mining  is  presumptively  controlled  by 
Hanna,  i^nd  Inland  and  Wheeling  are 

affiliated  persons  of  an  affiliated  person 
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of  Hanna.  All  Interested  persons  are 
referred  to  the  application  on  file  with 

the  Commission  for  a  complete  state¬ 
ment  of  applicant’s  representations 
which  are  summarized  below. 

The  capital  stock  of  Butler  is  presently 
owned  46.471  percent  by  Hanna  Mining, 

32.529  percent  by  Inland  and  21  per¬ 
cent  by  Wheeling.  However,  Hanna 
Mining  has  agreed,  subject  to  obtaining 
an  order  of  the  Commission  pursuant  to 
section  17(b)  of  the  act,  for  which  an 
application  is  now  pending  (Pile  No.  812- 
1727,  Investment  Company  Act  Release 
No.  4088,  November  27,  1964) ,  to  sell  cer¬ 
tain  of  its  holdings  of  the  stock  of  But¬ 
ler  to  Inland  and  Wheeling.  Upon  con¬ 
summation  of  these  sales  Butler  will  be 
owned  37.5  percent  by  Hanna  Mining, 
38  percent  by  Inland  and  24.5  percent 
by  Wheeling. 
Butler  holds  mineral  rights  in  various 

lands  located  on  the  Mesabi  Range  in 
Minnesota.  There  are  substantial  mag¬ 
netic  t aconite  deposits  in  some  of  these 
lands  and  Hanna  Mining,  Inland  and 
Wheeling  propose,  through  a  co-owner¬ 
ship  arrangement  under  which  Hanna 
Mining  will  act  as  manager  for  the  co¬ 
owners,  to  develop  these  deposits  and,  in 
connection  therewith,  to  construct,  at  a 
cost  estimated  at  $50,000,000,  the  neces¬ 
sary  facilities  for  concentrating  and  pel¬ 
letizing  the  magnetic  t aconite  ore.  In¬ 
land  proposes  to  supply  its  38  percent 
share  of  the  necessary  construction  costs 
from  its  own  funds.  Hanna  Mining  and 
Wheeling  propose  to  finance  most  of 
their  respective  shares  of  the  cost 
through  use  of  borrowed  funds  and  pro¬ 
pose  to  participate  in  the  project 
through  a  Delaware  corporation  known 

as  Itasca  Pellet  Co.  (“Itasca”)  which  will 
be  owned  60.484  percent  by  Hanna  Min¬ 
ing  and  39.516  percent  by  Wheeling,  re¬ 
flecting  their  relative  proposed  stock  in¬ 
terests  in  Butler  of  37.5  percent  and 
24.5  percent,  respectively. 

Butler  will  sublease  to  Inland  a  38  per¬ 
cent  undivided  interest  in  the  magnetic 
taconite  properties  and  related  surface 

lands,  corresponding  to  Inland’s  pro¬ 
posed  stock  interest  in  Butler,  and  will 
sublease  to  Itasca  the  remaining  62  per¬ 
cent  undivided  interest  in  such  proper¬ 
ties,  corresponding  to  the  combined 
proposed  stock  interests  in  Butler  of 
Hanna  Mining  (37.5  percent)  and  Wheel¬ 
ing  (24.5  percent).  The  two  subleases 
will  contain  the  same  terms  and  provi¬ 
sions,  including  provisions  for  the  pay¬ 
ment  of  a  fair  and  reasonable  royalty 
comparable  to  royalties  payable  under 
customary  subleases  of  similar  mineral 
rights  between  strangers. 
Inland  and  Itasca,  as  co-owners  of  the 

magnetic  taconite  mineral  rights  and 
other  property  interests  in  the  project, 
will  each  appoint  Hanna  Mining  as  man¬ 
ager  to  manage  and  supervise  their  re¬ 
spective  interests  in  such  properties, 
pursuant  to  separate  but  substantially 
identical  management  agreements.  The 
management  agreements  will  authorize 
Hanna  Mining  to  take  all  action  neces¬ 
sary  in  its  judgment  to  construct  a  con¬ 
centrating  and  pelletizing  plant,  with 
a  designed  capacity  initially  fixed  at 
two  million  tons  of  pellets  a  year,  and 
to  develop  and  operate  the  properties. 
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Inland  and  Itasca  will  receive  38  per¬ 
cent  and  62  percent,  respectively,  of  the 
annual  production  of  pellets  and  are  re¬ 
quired  to  pay,  in  the  same  proportion, 
the  costs  incurred  in  the  development 
and  operation  of  the  properties  and  the 
construction  of  the  plant.  Hanna  Min¬ 
ing  will  be  compensated,  by  Inland  and 
Itasca,  respectively,  for  its  services  as 
manager  at  a  rate  of  12  y2  cents  per  ton 
of  pellets  delivered  to  or  for  the  accounts 
of  Inland  and  Itasca,  subject  to  certain 
adjustments  to  reflect  changes  in  the 
U.S.  Department  of  Labor  consumer 
price  index  for  commodities.  Applicant 
represents  that  such  proposed  manage¬ 
ment  fee  will  provide  adequate  compen¬ 
sation  for  the  services  involved  and  is 
not  less  than  rates  being  charged  under 
similar  arrangements  currently  being 
made  in  the  iron  ore  industry. 

Itasca  and  its  two  stockholders,  Hanna 
Mining  and  Wheeling,  have  entered  into 
an  agreement  requiring  Itasca  to  deliver 
to  each  stockholder,  and  each  stock¬ 
holder  to  accept,  a  percentage  of  all  pel¬ 
lets  delivered  to  Itasca  which  corre¬ 
sponds  to  their  respective  stock  interests 
in  Itasca  and  providing  that  each  stock¬ 
holder  will  pay  to  Itasca  from  time  to 

time  its  stockholder’s  percentage  of  all 
costs  incurred  by  Itasca.  The  agree¬ 
ment  further  provides  that  the  stock¬ 
holders  will  arrange  for  Itasca  to  borrow 
approximately  80  percent  (up  to  a  maxi¬ 
mum  of  $30  million)  of  the  funds  re¬ 
quired  to  be  paid  by  Itasca  for  the  acqui¬ 
sition,  construction  and  development  of 
the  properties  subleased  to  it.  Itasca 
is  entering  into  note  agreements  with 
five  unaffiliated  lending  institutions  pro¬ 
viding  for  the  issuance  of  $12  million 
aggregate  principal  amount  of  its  4% 
percent  secured  notes  and  $18  million 
aggregate  principal  amount  of  its  5  Vs 
percent  secured  notes. 

It  is  contemplated  that  Hanna  Mining 
will  enter  into  pellet  sales  agreements 
with  Inland  and  Wheeling  under  which 
Inland  will  be  committed  to  purchase 
22.59  percent,  and  Wheeling  will  be  com¬ 
mitted  to  purchase  14.67  percent,  of 

Hanna  Mining’s  share  of  the  pellets  pro¬ 
duced  by  the  plant.  The  price  for  pel¬ 
lets  sold  pursuant  to  such  agreements 
will  be  the  average  price  quoted  at  the 
time  of  delivery  by  the  principal  ore 
dealers  of  Cleveland,  Ohio  for  blast  fur¬ 
nace  iron  ore  pellets,  adjusted  for  anal¬ 
ysis,  structure  and  point  of  delivery  in 
the  manner  customary  in  the  trade  at 
the  time  of  delivery. 
Hanna  Mining  and  Inland  have  no 

common  directors;  Hanna  Mining  has 
one  common  director  with  Wheeling, 
W.  A.  Marting,  who  is  President  and 
a  director  of  Hanna  Mining  and  is  one 
of  the  sixteen  directors  of  Wheeling. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  person  may,  not  later  than  De¬ 
cember  29,  1964,  at  5:30  p.m.,  submit  to 
the  Commission  in  writing  a  request  for 
a  hearing  on  the  matter  accompanied 
by  a  statement  as  to  the  nature  of  his 
interest,  the  reason  for  such  request  and 
the  issues,  if  any,  of  fact  or  law  proposed 
to  be  controverted,  or  he  may  request 
that  he  be  notified  if  the  Commission 
should  order  a  hearing  thereon.  Any 
such  communication  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed:  Secretary,  Securities  and  Ex¬ 

change  Commission,  Washington,  D.C., 
20549.  A  copy  of  such  request  shall  be 
served  personally  or  by  mail  (air  mail 
if  the  person  being  served  is  located 
more  than  500  miles  from  the  point  of 
mailing)  upon  applicant  at  the  address 
stated  above.  Proof  of  such  service  (by 

affidavit  or  in  case  of  an  attorney-at-law 
by  certificate)  shall  be  filed  contempo¬ 
raneously  with  the  request.  At  any  time 
after  said  date  as  provided  by  Rule  0-5 
of  the  rules  and  regulations  promul¬ 
gated  under  the  Act,  an  order  disposing 
of  the  application  herein  may  be  issued 
by  the  Commission  upon  the  basis  of  the 
information  stated  in  said  application, 
unless  an  order  for  hearing  upon  said 
application  shall  be  issued  upon  request 

or  upon  the  Commission’s  own  motion. 
For  the  Commission  (pursuant  to 

delegated  authority) . 

[SEAL]  NELLYE  A.  THORSEN, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  64—12859;  Piled,  Dec.  15,  1964; 8:46  a.m.] 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice  332] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  ALTERNATE  ROUTE 
DEVIATION  NOTICES 

The  following  letter-notices  of  pro¬ 
posals  to  operate  over  deviation  routes 
for  operating  convenience  only  have 
been  filed  with  the  Interstate  Commerce 

Commission,  under  the  Commission’s Deviation  Rules  Revised,  1957  (49  CFR 
211.1(c)(8))  and  notice  thereof  to  all 
interested  persons  is  hereby  given  as 
provided  in  such  rules  (49  CFR  211.1 
(d) (4)). 

Protests  against  the  use  of  any  pro¬ 
posed  deviation  route  herein  described 
may  be  filed  with  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission  in  the  manner  and 
form  provided  in  such  rules  (49  CFR 
211.1(e) )  at  any  time,  but  will  not  oper¬ 
ate  to  stay  commencement  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  operations  unless  filed  within  30 
days  from  the  date  of  publication. 

Successively  filed  letter-notices  of  the 

same  carrier  under  the  Commission’s Deviation  Rules  Revised,  1957,  will  be 
numbered  consecutively  for  convenience 
in  identification  and  protests  if  any 
should  refer  to  such  letter-notices  by 
number. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

No.  MC  504  (Sub-No.  1)  (Deviation 
No.  2),  HARPER  MOTOR  LINES,  INC., 
Post  Office  Box  781,  Elberton,  Ga.,  filed 
November  30,  1964.  Carrier  proposes  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle*,  of  general  commodities,  with 
certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route 
as  follows:  Between  Atlanta,  Ga.,  and 

Lavonia,  Ga.  (junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  85  and  Georgia  Highway  17),  over 
Interstate  Highway  85,  for  operating 
convenience  only.  The  notice  indicates 
that  the  carrier  is  presently  authorized 
to  transport  the  same  commodities  over 
pertinent  service  routes  as  follows:  (1) 
From  Atlanta  over  U.S.  Highway  23  to 
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junction  UJ3.  Highway  123,  thence  over 
US.  Highway  123  to  Toccoa,  Ga.,  (2) 
from  Atlanta  over  US.  Highway  78  to 
Athens,  Ga.,  (3)  from  junction  US. 
Highway  29  and  Georgia  Highway  72, 
over  US.  Highway  29,  via  junction 
Georgia  Highway  98,  to  junction  Georgia 
Highway  281,  thence  over  Georgia  High¬ 
way  281  to  Roys  ton,  Ga.,  and  (4)  from 
Elberton,  Ga.,  over  Georgia  Highway  17 
to  Toccoa,  and  return  over  the  same 
routes 

No.  MC  6945  (Deviation  No.  8) ,  THE 
NATIONAL  TRANSIT  CORPORATION, 
4401  Stecker  Avenue,  Dearborn,  Mich., 
48126,  filed  November  27,  1964.  Carrier 
proposes  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  transporting  general 
commodities,  with  certain  exceptions, 
over  a  deviation  route  as  follows:  From 
Cincinnati,  Ohio,  over  Interstate  High¬ 
way  71  to  Columbus,  Ohio,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  only.  The  notice  indicates  that 
the  carrier  is  presently  authorized  to 
transport  the  same  commodities  over  a 
pertinent  service  route  as  follows:  From 
Cincinnati,  Ohio,  over  US.  Highway  25 
to  junction  Ohio  Highway  4  at  Dayton, 
Ohio,  thence  over  Ohio  Highway  4  to 
junction  US.  Highway  40  at  Springfield, 
Ohio,  thence  over  US.  Highway  40  to 
Columbus,  Ohio,  and  return  over  the 
same  route. 

No.  MC  10761  (Deviation  No.  39), 
TRANSAMERICAN  FREIGHT  LINES, 
INC.,  1700  North  Waterman  Avenue,  De¬ 
troit,  Mich.,  48209,  filed  December  3, 
1964.  Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of 
general  commodities,  with  certain  excep¬ 
tions,  over  a  deviation  route  as  follows: 
From  Worcester,  Mass.,  over  Massachu¬ 
setts  Highway  146  to  the  Massachusetts- 
Rhode  Island  State  line,  thence  over 
Rhode  Island  Highway  146  to  Provi¬ 
dence,  R.I.,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  for  operating  convenience  only. 
The  notice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is 
presently  authorized  to  transport  the 
same  commodities  over  pertinent  service 
routes  as  follows:  (1)  From  Boston, 
Mass.,  over  U.S.  Highway  1  to  Provi¬ 
dence,  R.I.,  and  (2)  from  Boston,  over 
Massachusetts  Highway  9  to  Worcester, 
and  return  over  the  same  routes. 

No.  MC  10761  (Deviation  No.  40), 
TRANSAMERICAN  FREIGHT  LINES, 
INC.,  1700  North  Waterman  Avenue, 
Detroit,  Mich.,  48209,  filed  December  3, 
1964.  Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  trans¬ 
porting  general  commodities,  with  cer¬ 
tain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route 
as  follows:  From  Fiskdale,  Mass.,  over 
Massachusetts  Highway  131  to  South- 
bridge,  Mass.,  thence  over  Massachusetts 
Highway  169  to  the  Massachusetts- 
Connecticut  State  line,  thence  over 
Connecticut  Highway  169  to  junction 
Connecticut  Highway  171,  thence  over 
Connecticut  Highway  171  to  Putnam, 
Conn.,  and  return  over  the  same  route 
for  operating  convenience  only.  The 
notice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is 
presently  -authorized  to  transport  the 
same  commodities  over  a  pertinent  serv¬ 
ice  route  as  follows:  From  Boston,  Mass., 
over  Massachusetts  Highway  9  to 
Worcester,  Mass.,  thence  over  Massachu¬ 
setts  Highway  12  to  junction  U.S. 

Highway  20,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
20  to  Springfield,  Mass.,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  5  to  Hartford,  Conn.;  from 
Hartford  over  U.S.  Highway  44  to  junc¬ 
tion  Alternate  U.S.  Highway  44  (for¬ 
merly  U.S.  Highway  44),  thence  over 
Alternate  UJ3.  Highway  44  to  junction 
Connecticut  Highway  31  at  or  near 
Coventry,  Conn.,  thence  over  Connect¬ 
icut  Highway  31  via  South  Coventry, 
Conn.,  to  junction  Connecticut  Highway 
32,  thence  over  Connecticut  Highway  32 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  6  west  of  Wil- 
limantic.  Conn.,  and  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  6  to  Providence,  R.I.;  from 
Hartford  over  U.S.  Highway  44  to  junc¬ 
tion  Alternate  U.S.  Highway  44  (for¬ 
merly  U.S.  Highway  44),  thence  over 
Alternate  U.S.  Highway  44  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  44,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  44  to  Providence;  and  from  Boston 
over  U.S.  Highway  20  to  Springfield, 
Mass.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  5  to 
Hartford,  and  return  over  the  same 
routes. 

No.  MC  20207  (Deviation  No.  4), 
CONTINENTAL  TRANSPORTATION 
LINES,  INC.,  Continental  Square, 
Graham  Street,  McKees  Rocks,  Pa., 
15136,  filed  December  3,  1964.  Carrier 
proposes  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of  general  com¬ 
modities,  with  certain  exceptions,  over 
a  deviation  route  as  follows:  Between 
Cincinnati,  Ohio,  and  Cleveland,  Ohio, 
over  Interstate  Highway  71,  for  operat¬ 
ing  convenience  only.  The  notice  in¬ 
dicates  that  the  carrier  is  presently 
authorized  to  transport  the  same  com¬ 
modities  over  a  pertinent  service  route 
as  follows:  From  Cincinnati,  over  U.S. 
Highway  42  to  London,  Ohip,  thence 
over  Ohio  Highway  142  to  West  Jeffer¬ 
son,  Ohio,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  40 
to  Columbus,  Ohio,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  23  to  Delaware,  Ohio,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  42  to  Mansfield,  Ohio, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  30  to  Wooster, 
Ohio,  thence  over  Ohio  Highway  5  to 
Akron,  Ohio,  thence  over  Ohio  Highway 
8  to  Cleveland,  and  return  over  the  same 
route. 

No.  MC  52746  (Deviation  No.  7) ,  MIS¬ 
SOURI  CONSOLIDATED  FREIGHT- 
WAYS  CORPORATION,  Post  Office  Box 
5138,  Chicago,  HI.,  60680,  filed  November 
30,  1964.  Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of 
general  commodities,  with  certain  ex¬ 
ceptions,  over  a  deviation  route  as  fol¬ 
lows:  Between  Kansas  City,  Kans.,  and 
junction  Interstate  Highway  35  and  U.S. 
Highway  34  at  or  near  Osceola,  Iowa, 
over  Interstate  Highway  35,  for  operat¬ 
ing  convenience  only.  The  notice  indi¬ 
cates  that  the  carrier  is  presently 
authorized  to  transport  the  same  com¬ 
modities  over  a  pertinent  service  route 
as  follows:  From  Kansas  City,  over  U.S. 
Highway  69  via  Osceola,  to  Des  Moines, 
Iowa,  and  return  over  the  same  route. 
No.  MC  61440  (Deviation  No.  10),  LEE 
WAY  MOTOR  FREIGHT,  INC.,  3000 
West  Reno,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.,  filed 
November  27,  1964.  Carrier  proposes  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  with 
certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route 

.  as  follows:  From  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  over 
U.S.  Highway  40  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  42,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  42  to 

Delaware,  Ohio,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  36  to  junction  Interstate  Highway 
71,  thence  over  Interstate  Highway  71  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  224,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  only.  The  notice  indicates  that 
the  carrier  is  presently  authorized  to 
transport  the  same  commodities  over 
pertinent  service  routes  as  follows:  (l) 
From  Lima,  Ohio,  over  U.S.  Highway  25 
to  Wapakoneta,  Ohio,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  33  to  St.  Marys,  Ohio,  thence 
over  Ohio  Highway  29  to  the  Ohio-In- 
diana  State  line,  thence  over  Indiana 
Highway  67  to  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  thence 
over  UJS.  Highway  40  to  St.  Louis,  Mo., 
(2)  from  Beaverdam,  Ohio,  over  U.S. 
Highway  25  to  Lima,  (3)  from  Chicago, 
HI.,  over  U.S.  Highway  41  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  6,  thence  over  UJS.  High¬ 
way  6  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  33, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  33  to  Fort 
Wayne,  Ind.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
30  to  Delphos,  Ohio,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  30-N  to  Mansfield,  Ohio  (also 
from  Delphos  over  U.S.  Highway  30-S  to 
Mansfield) ,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  30 
via  East  Liverpool,  Ohio,  to  Pittsburgh, 
Pa.,  (4)  from  Cleveland,  Ohio,  over  U.S. 
Highway  42  to  Mansfield,  and  (5)  from 
Youngstown,  Ohio,  over  Ohio  Highway 
18  to  Akron,  Ohio,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  224  to  Lodi,  Ohio,  and  return 
over  the  same  routes. 

No.  MC  77404  (Deviation  No.  5),  MO¬ 
HAWK  MOTOR,  INC.,  40  Harrison 

Street,  Tiffin,  Ohio.  Carrier’s  attorney: 
Taylor  C.  Bumeson,  3430  Leveque -Lin¬ 
coln  Tower,  50  West  Broad  Street,  Co¬ 
lumbus,  Ohio,  43215,  filed  November  27, 
1964.  Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of 

general  commodities,  with  certain  ex¬ 
ceptions,  over  a  deviation  route  as  fol¬ 
lows:  Between  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  and 

Cleveland,  Ohio,  over  Interstate  High¬ 
way  71,  for  operating  convenience  only. 
The  notice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is 
presently  authorized  to  transport  the 
same  commodities  over  a  pertinent  serv¬ 
ice  route  as  follows:  From  Cincinnati, 
over  U.S.  Highway  <2  to  Lebanon,  Ohio, 
thence  over  Ohio  Highway  48  to  Dayton, 
Ohio,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  25  to 

Findlay,  Ohio,  thence  over  Ohio  High¬ 
way  12  to  Fostoria,  Ohio,  thence  over 
Ohio  Highway  18  to  Tiffin,  Ohio,  thence 
over  Ohio  Highway  101  to  Clyde,  Ohio, 

thence  over  U.S.  Highway  20  to  Cleve¬ 
land,  and  return  over  the  same  route. 

No.  MC  107500  (Deviation  No.  20) 
BURLINGTON  TRUCK  LINES,  INC., 
796  South  Pearl  Street,  Galesburg,  Ill., 
filed  December  4,  1964.  Carrier  proposes 
to  operate  as  a  common,  carrier ,  by  motor 

vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  with  cer¬ 
tain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route  as 
follows:  From  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  35  and  U.S.  Highway  34,  near  Os¬ 
ceola,  Iowa,  over  Interstate  Highway  35 
to  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  for  operating  conven¬ 
ience  only.  The  notice  indicates  that  the 
carrier  is  presently  authorized  to  trans¬ 
port  the  same  commodities  over  a  per¬ 
tinent  service  route  as  follows:  From 
Kansas  City  over  U.S.  Highway  69  to 
Des  Moines,  and  return  over  the  same route. 

No.  MC  108937  (Deviation  No.  4), 
MURPHY  MOTOR  FREIGHT  LINES, 
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INC.,  965  Eustis  Street,  St.  Paul,  Minn., 

55114,  filed  December  3,  1964.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  R.  L.  Stevens, 
same  address  as  applicant.  Carrier  pro¬ 
poses  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  transporting  general  com¬ 
modities,  with  certain  exceptions,  over 
a  deviation  route  as  follows:  From 
Watertown,  S.  Dak.,  over  South  Dakota 
Highway  22  to  junction  South  Dakota 
Highway  25,  thence  over  South  Dakota 
Highway  25  to  Webster,  S.  Dak.,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  for  operating 
convenience  only.  The  notice  indicates 
that  the  carrier  is  presently  authorized  to 
transport  the  same  commodities  over  a 
pertinent  service  route  as  follows:  From 
Aberdeen,  S.  Dak.,  over  U.S.  Highway 
12  to  St.  Paul,  Minn.;  from  Aberdeen 
over  U.S.  Highway  281  to  Redfield,  S. 
Dak.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  212  to  St. 
Paul;  from  Milbank,  S.  Dak.,  over  UtS. 
Highway  77  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
212;  and  from  Watertown  over  U.S. 
Highway  81  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  12, 
and  return  over  the  same  routes. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 
Secretary. 

[PH.  Doc.  64-12902;  Piled,  Dec.  15,  1964; 
8:48  a.m.] 

[Notice  7101 

MOTOR  CARRIER  APPLICATIONS  AND 

CERTAIN  OTHER  PROCEEDINGS 

December  11,  1964. 

The  following  publications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  the  new  Special  Rule  1.247  of 

the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register,  issue  of 
December  3, 1963,  which  became  effective 
January  1,  1964. 

Applications  Assigned  for  Oral  Hearing 

No.  MC  18088  (Sub-No.  31)  (AMEND¬ 
MENT),  filed  August  24,  1964,  published 
in  Federal  Register  issue  September  16, 
1964,  amended  December  7,  1964,  and 
republished  as  amended  this  issue.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  FLOYD  &  BEASLEY  TRANS¬ 
FER  COMPANY,  INC.,  Post  Office 
Drawer  8,  Sycamore,  Ala.  Applicant’s 
attorneys:  A.  Alvis  Layne,  Pennsylvania 
Building,  Washington,  D.C.,  20004,  and 
John  W.  Cooper,  805  Title  Building, 
Birmingham,  Ala.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Textiles,  textile  products,  and  ma¬ 
terials  and  supplies  used  or  utilized  in  the 
production  and  shipment  of  textile  prod¬ 
ucts,  from  Hartford,  Clio,  Clayton,  Fort 
Payne,  and  Collinsville,  Ala.,  to  Chatta¬ 
nooga,  Tenn. 

Note:  The  purpose  of  this  republication 
is  to  add  Fort  Payne  and  Collinsville,  Ala., as  origin  points. 

HEARING:  January  19,  1965,  at  the 
Dmkler-Andrew  Jackson  Hotel,  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn.,  before  Joint  Board  No.  239. 

No.  MC  115826  (Sub-No.  21) ,  filed  July 
29,1963.  Applicant:  W.  J. DIGBY,  INC., 
I960  3lst  Street,  Denver,  Colo.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Michael  T.  Corcoran, 1360  Locust  Street,  Denver,  Colo.,  80220. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 

carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Foodstuffs,  food 
preparations,  food  ingredients,  food  ma¬ 
terials,  food  supplements,  dairy  products, 
meats,  meat  products,  meat  by-products, 
canned  foods,  frozen  foods,  and  com¬ 
modities  requiring  temperature  protec¬ 
tion  or  control,  and  exempt  commodities, 
between  points  in  Arizona,  California, 
Colorado,  Idaho,  Kansas,  Nebraska, 
Nevada,  New  Mexico,  Oregon,  Texas, 
Utah,  Washington,  and  Wyoming,  and 

(2)  fish,  including  shell  fish,  and  agri¬ 
cultural,  including  horticultural,  com¬ 
modities,  or  any  of  these  commodities,  in 
the  same  vehicle  with  any  commodity 
described  in  (1)  above,  and  exempt  com¬ 
modities,  between  points  in  Arizona, 
California,  Colorado,  Idaho,  Kansas, 
Nebraska,  Nevada,  New  Mexico,  Oregon, 
Texas,  Utah,  Washington,  and  Wyoming. 
HEARING:  February  15,  1965,  at  the 

Argonaut  Hotel,  233  East  Colfax  Street, 
Denver,  Colo.,  before  Examiner  William 
J.  O’Brien. 

No.  MC  125741  (REPUBLICATION), 
filed  October  9,  1963,  published  Federal 
Register,  issue  of  March  11,  1964,  and 
republished  this  issue.  Applicant:  M.  H. 
BRYAN  AND  C.  W.  EADS,  a  copartner¬ 
ship,  doing  business  as  RIVERTON-BIG 
HORN  FREIGHT  LINES,  Post  Office 

Box  2050,  Casper,  Wyo.  Applicant’s  at¬ torney:  Robert  S.  Stauffer,  1510  East  20th 
Street,  Cheyenne,  Wyo.  By  application 
filed  October  9,  1964,  applicants  seeks  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transporting : 
General  commodities,  between  Casper, 
Wyo.,  and  Riverton,  Wyo.,  from  Casper 
over  U.S.  Highways  20  and  26  to  Sho- 
shoni,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  26  and 
Wyoming  Highway  789  to  Riverton, 
serving  all  intermediate  points,  (2)  be¬ 
tween  Shoshoni,  Wyo.,  and  Cody,  Wyo., 
from  Shoshoni  over  U.S.  Highway  20  and 
Wyoming  Highway  789  to  Greybull, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highways  20  and  14  to 
Cody,  serving  all  intermediate  points, 
and  the  off -route  points  of  Otto  and 
Burlington,  Wyo.,  (3)  between  Cody, 
Wyo.,  and  Greybull,  Wyo.,  from  Cody 
over  Wyoming  Highway  14  to  Lovell, 
thence  over  Wyoming  Highway  789  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  20,  and  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  20  to  Greybull,  serv¬ 
ing  all  intermediate  points,  and  the  off- 
route  points  of  Deaver  and  Cowley,  Wyo., 

and  empty  containers  or  other  such  in¬ 
cidental  facilities  used  in  transporting 
the  above  commodities,  on  return.  A 
report  of  the  Commission,  decided  No¬ 
vember  19,  1964,  served  November  30, 
1964,  finds  that  the  present  and  future 
public  convenience  and  necessity  re¬ 
quire  operation  by  applicant,  in  inter¬ 
state  or  foreign  commerce,  as  a  common 
carrier  by  motor  vehicle  of  general  com¬ 
modities,  except  those  of  unusual  value, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  commodities  in  bulk,  commod¬ 
ities  requiring  special  equipment,  and 
those  injurious  or  contaminating  to  other 
lading,  (1)  between  Casper  and  Cody, 
Wyo.,  over  U.S.  Highway  20,  through 
Shoshoni,  Thermopolis,  Worland,  and 
Greybull,  Wyo.,  serving  all  intermediate 
points  and  the  off-route  points  of  Otto 
and  Burlington,  Wyo.,  (2)  between  Cody, 
Wyo.,  and  junction  U.S.  Highways  310 

and  20,  from  Cody  over  Wyoming  High¬ 
way  14  to  Lovell,  Wyo.,  and  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  310  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
ways  310  and  20,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points  and  the  off -route  points  of  Deaver 
and  Cowley,  Wyo.,  and  (3)  between  Sho¬ 
shoni  and  Lander,  Wyo.,  from  Shoshoni 
over  U.S.  Highway  26  to  Riverton,  Wyo., 
and  thence  over  Wyoming  Highway  789 
to  Lander,  Wyo.,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points  and  the  off-route  points  of  the 
Pan  American  Petroleum  Beaver  Creek 
Plant,  The  Lucky  Mac  Mine,  the  Hidden 
Splendor  Mine,  the  Federal  Uranium 
Mill,  the  Vitro  Minerals  Installation,  the 
International  Mining  Installation,  and 
the  Uranium  Processing  Mill  of  Globe 
Mining  Co.,  subject  to  the  condition  that 
the  authority,  to  the  extent  it  authorizes 
the  transportation  of  dangerous  ex¬ 
plosives,  shall  be  limited  in  point  of  time 
to  a  period  expiring  5  years  from  the  ef¬ 
fective  date  thereof.  In  order  to  pro¬ 
tect  any  existing  carriers  who  may  have 
an  interest  in  the  matter,  a  proper  notice 
of  the  complete  scope  of  the  authority 
to  be  granted  herein  will  be  republished 
in  the  Federal  Register,  and  prior  to 
the  issuance  of  a  certificate,  a  30-day 
period  will  be  allowed  from  the  date  of 
such  republication,  during  which  any  in¬ 
terested  party,  who  may  be  affected  by 
the  broadened  scope  of  such  grant,  may 
file  an  appropriate  pleading. 

No.  MC  125986  (Sub-No.  1)  (REPUB¬ 
LICATION)  i  filed  August  9,  1964,  pub¬ 
lished  Federal  Register,  issue  of  August 
26,  1964,  and  republished  this  issue. 
Applicant:  MAYNARD  C.  POWERS, 

Crystal  Lake,  Iowa.  Applicant’s  attor¬ ney:  Clayton  L.  Wornson,  206  Brick  and 
Tile  Building,  Mason  City,  Iowa.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting :  Animal  and  poultry 
feed  and  fertilizer,  from  Mankato  and 
Albert  Lea,  Minn.,  to  Crystal  Lake,  Iowa, 
and  points  within  5  miles  thereof.  An 
Order  of  Operating  Rights  Board  No.  1, 
dated  November  24,  1964,  served  Decem¬ 
ber  3,  1964,  finds,  among  other  things, 
that  the  present  and  future  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  require  opera¬ 
tion  by  applicant,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  as  a  common  carrier  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  (1)  of  ani¬ 
mal  and  poultry  feed,  from  Mankato, 
Minn.,  to  points  in  Hancock  and  Winne¬ 
bago  Counties,  Iowa,  and  (2)  of  fertilizer, 
from  Albert  Lea,  Minn.,  to  points  in 
Hancock  and  Winnebago  Counties,  Iowa 
and  that  because  it  is  possible  that  other 
parties,  who  have  relied  upon  the  notice 
of  the  application  as  published,  may  have 
an  interest  in,  and  would  be  prejudiced 

by  the  lack  of  proper  notice  of  the  au¬ 
thority  described  above,  a  corrected 
notice  of  the  authority  actually  granted 
will  be  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
and  issuance  of  a  certificate  herein  will 
be  withheld  for  a  period  of  30  days  from 
the  date  of  such  publication,  during 
which  period  any  proper  party  in  interest 
may  file  an  appropriate  protest  or  other 
pleading. 

No.  MC  126157  (REPUBLICATION), 
filed  March  30,  1964,  published  Federal 
Register,  issue  of  April  22,  and  August  5, 
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1964,  and  republished  this  issue.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  JOHN  SCHOCK  TRUCKING, 
388  Portage  Road,  Niagara  Falls,  Ontario, 

Canada.  Applicant’s  attorney:  William 
J.  Hirsch,  43  Niagara  Street,  Buffalo, 
N.Y.  By  application  filed  March  30, 
1964  applicant  seeks  authority  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Sand,  gravel,  asphalt,  rough 
lumber,  rock,  stone,  fill,  turf,  earth,  and 
rubble,  in  bulk,  in  dump  vehicles,  be¬ 
tween  ports  of  entry  on  the  international 
boundary  line  between  the  United  States 
and  Canada  at  or  near  Buffalo,  Niagara 
Falls,  and  Lewiston,  N.Y.,  and  Lacka¬ 
wanna,  Batavia,  Youngstown,  N.Y.,  and 
points  on  Grand  Island,  N.Y.,  restricted 
to  loads  not  exceeding  32,000  pounds. 
An  order,  dated  November  30,  1964, 
served  December  8,  1964,  Operating 
Rights  Board  No.  1,  finds  that  the  pres¬ 
ent  and  future  public  convenience  and 
necessity  require  operation  by  appli¬ 
cant  in  foreign  commerce,  as  a  common 
carrier  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  of  sand,  gravel,  asphalt,  rock, 
stone,  fill,  turf,  earth,  and  rubble,  in 
bulk,  in  dump  vehicles,  from  the  ports 
of  entry  on  the  international  boundary 
between  the  United  States  and  Canada 
at  or  near  Buffalo,  Niagara  Falls  and 
Lewiston,  N.Y.,  to  Buffalo,  Niagara  Falls, 
Lewiston,  Batavia,  Youngstown,  and 
Grand  Island,  N.Y.;  and  that  because 
it  is  possible  that  other  parties,  who 
have  relied  upon  the  notice  of  the  ap¬ 
plication  as  published  in  the  Federal 
Register,  may  have  an  interest  in,  and 
would  be  prejudiced  by  the  lack  of  proper 
notice  of  the  authority  described  in  the 
findings  herein,  a  corrected  notice  of  the 
authority  actually  granted  will  be  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register,  and  issu¬ 
ance  of  a  certificate  herein  will  be  with¬ 
held  for  a  period  of  30  days  from  the 
date  of  such  publication,  during  which 
time  any  proper  party  may  file  a  protest 
or  other  pleading. 

No.  MC  126360  (Sub-No.  1)  (REPUB¬ 
LICATION),  filed  August  7,  1964,  pub¬ 
lished  Federal  Register,  issue  of  Au¬ 
gust  26,  1964,  and  republished  this  issue. 
Applicant:  HARVEY  MEARS,  Pension 
Street,  Chincoteague,  Va.  By  applica¬ 
tion  filed  August  7,  1964,  applicant  seeks 
a  certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  authorizing  operation,  in  inter¬ 
state  or  foreign  commerce,  as  a  common 
carrier  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  of  passengers  and  their  baggage, 
and  express  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers,  in  special  operations,  begin¬ 
ning  and  ending  at  Wallops  Island,  Va., 
and  extending  to  points  in  Delaware, 
Maryland,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Virginia,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia,  restricted  to  service  at  air 
terminals,  railroad  stations,  and  steam¬ 
ship  terminals.  An  order,  by  Operating 
Rights  Board  No.  1,  dated  November  24, 
1964,  served  December  4,  1964,  finds  that 

as  the  proposed  restriction  to  service  “at 
air  terminals,  railroad  stations,  and 

steamship  terminals"  is  not  ordinarily 
•  imposed  by  this  Commission  and  is  ad¬ 
ministratively  undesirable,  such  restric¬ 
tion  will  not  be  imposed,  and  that  be¬ 
cause  it  is  possible  that  other  parties, 
who  have  relied  upon  the  notice  of  the 

application  as  published,  may  have  an 
interest  in  and  would  be  prejudiced  by 

the  lack  of  proper  notice  of  the  author¬ 
ity  as  granted,  a  corrected  notice  of  the 
authority  actually  granted  will  be  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  and  issu¬ 
ance  of  a  certificate  will  be  withheld  for 
a  period  of  30  days  from  the  date  of 
such  publication,  during  which  period 
any  proper  party  in  interest  may  file  an 
appropriate  protest  or  other  pleading. 
Such  order  finds  that  the  present  and 
future  public  convenience  and  necessity 
require  operation  by  applicant,  in  inter¬ 
state  or  foreign  commerce,  as  a  common 
carrier  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  of  passengers  and  their  baggage, 
and  express  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers,  in  special  operations,  in 
nine-passenger  vehicles,  between  Wal¬ 
lops  Islands,  Va.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  the  District  of  Columbia 
and  points  in  Delaware,  Maryland,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  Pennsylvania,  and 
Virginia.  . 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Petitions 

No.  MC  124242  (CORRECTION)  (PE¬ 
TITION  FOR  MODIFICATION  OF 
PERMIT) ,  filed  November  18, 1964,  pub¬ 
lished  Federal  Register,  issue  of  Decem¬ 
ber  2,  1964,  and  republished  this  issue. 
Petitioner:  TWIN  CITIES  NEWSPAPER 
SERVICE,  INC.,  1161  Selby  Avenue,  St. 

Paul,  Minn.  Petitioner’s  attorney: 
James  L.  Nelson,  544  Minnesota  Building, 
St.  Paul,  Minn.,  55101.  The  purpose  of 
this  republication  is  to  show  petitioners 
correct  street  address  and  also  to  add  its 
attorney,  as  shown  above. 

Applications  for  certificates  or  permits 
which  are  to  be  processed  concurrently 
with  applications  under  section  5  gov¬ 
erned  by  special  rule  1.240  to  the  extent 

applicable. 
No.  84212  (Sub-No.  27) ,  filed  December 

4,  1964.  Applicant:  DORN’S  TRANS¬ PORTATION,  INC.,  Railroad  Avenue 

Extension,  Albany,  N.Y.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  Irving  Klein,  280  Broadway,  New 
York,  N.Y.,  10007.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (except  those 
of  unusual  value,  and  except  dangerous 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
in  Practices  of  Motor  Common  Carriers 
of  Household  Goods,  17  M.C.C.  467,  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk,  commodities  requiring 
special  equipment,  and  those  injurious  or 
contaminating  to  other  lading),  serving 
points  in  Connecticut  as  off -route  points 

in  connection  with  applicant’s  presently 
authorized  regular-route  authority  in 
No.  MC  84212. 

Note:  This  application  is  directly  related 

to  MC— P—8957,  published  in  Federal  Register, 
this  issue. 

No.  MC  108473  (Sub-No.  22) ,  filed  De¬ 
cember  7, 1964.  Applicant:  ST.  JOHNS- 
BURY  TRUCKING  COMPANY,  INC.,  38 
Main  Street,  St.  Johnsbury,  Vt.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Francis  E.  Barrett,  25 
Bryant  Avenue,  East  Milton  (Boston), 
Mass.,  02186.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  regular  routes,  transporting: 
General  commodities  (except  those  of 
unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives. 

household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment)  (1)  between 
Springfield  and  Pittsfield,  Mass.,  from 
Springfield  over  U.S.  Highway  20  to 
Pittsfield  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  all  intermediate  points  and  the 
off-route  points  of  Blandford,  Becket, 
Great  Barrington,  and  Stockbridge! 
(2)  (a)  between  Springfield  and  Clarks¬ 
burg,  Mass.,  from  Springfield  over  U.S. 
Highway  20  to  junction  Massachusetts 
Highway  8,  thence  over  Massachusetts 
Highway  8  to  Clarksburg,  and  return 
over  the  same  routes,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points  and  the  off -route  point  of 
Lanesborough  (b)  from  Springfield  over 
U.S.  Highway  5  to  junction  Massa¬ 
chusetts  Highway  9  at  Northampton, 
thence  over  Massachusetts  Highway 
9  to  junction  Massachusetts  Highway 
112,  thence  over  Massachusetts  Highway 
112  to  junction  Massachusetts  Highway 
116,  thence  over  Massachusetts  Highway 
116  to  Adams,  thence  over  Massachusetts 
Highway  8  to  Clarksburg,  and  return 
over  the  same  routes,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points  between  Northampton 
and  Clarksburg,  (3)  between  Northamp¬ 
ton  and  Clarksburg,  Mass.,  from  North¬ 
ampton  over  U.S.  Highway  5  (Massa¬ 
chusetts  Highway  10)  to  Greenfield, 
thence  over  Massachusetts  Highway  2  to 
junction  Massachusetts  Highway  8, 
thence  over  Massachusetts  Highway  8  to 
Clarksburg,  and  return  over  the  same 
routes,  serving  all  intermediate  points 
between  Greenfield  and  Clarksburg,  and 
the  off-route  point  of  Buckland  and  (4) 
between  Pittsfield  and  Hinsdale,  Mass., 
from  Pittsfield  over  Massachusetts  High¬ 
way  9  to  junction  Massachusetts  High¬ 
way  8,  thence  over  Massachusetts  High¬ 
way  to  Hinsdale,  and  return  over  the 
same  routes,  serving  the  intermediate 
point  of  Dalton. 

Note:  This  is  a  matter  directly  related  to 

MC— P8959  to  be  published  December  16,  1964. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Passengers 

No.  MC  109736  (Sub-No.  21),  filed 
November  25,  1964.  Applicant:  CAPI¬ 
TOL  BUS  COMPANY,  a  corporation, 

Fourth  and  Chestnut  Streets,  Harris¬ 

burg,  Pa.  Applicant’s  attorney:  James 
E.  Wilson,  1111  E  Street  NW„  Washing¬ 
ton  4,  D.C.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 

vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Passengers  and  their  baggage  and 

express  and  newspapers  in  the  same  ve¬ 
hicle  with  passengers,  between  Tama- 
qua  and  South  Tamaqua,  Pa.  over  U.S. 
Highway  309,  serving  all  intermediate 

points. Note:  This  is  a  matter  directly  related 

to  MC-F-8745  published  May  13,  1964. 

Applications  Under  Section  5  and 210a (b) 

The  following  applications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission's  special  rules  governing  notice 

of  filing  of  applications  by  motor  car¬ 
riers  of  property  or  passengers  under 
sections  5(a)  and  210a(b)  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act  and  certain  other 
proceedings  with  respect  thereto  (49 CFR  1.240) . 
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MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

No  MC-F-8772  (SCOVERA  CART¬ 
AGE  CO.— PURCHASE— A.  F.  POSNIK 
&  CO.),  published  in  the  June  17,  1964 
issue  of  the  Federal  Register  on  page 
7738.  SCOVERA  CARTAGE  COMPANY 
has  been  renamed  POSNIK,  INC.,  per 
IM  order  dated  June  26,  1964.  By  sup¬ 
plemental  application,  A.  F.  POSNIK, 
r.  A.  POSNIK,  D.  S.  DASHER,  C.  F. 
PETTELLE  and  J.  C.  PETTELLE  sought 

authority  to  continue  to  control  MICH¬ 
IGAN  TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY 
in  a  common  interest  with  POSNIK, 

INC.,  and  A.  F.  POSNIK  AND  COM¬ 
PANY,  which  authority  was  granted 
November  30,  1964,  by  the  Commission, 
Finance  Board  No.  1,  with  a  deferred 
effective  date  35  days  from  the  date  this 
notice  is  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister,  to  afford  any  proper  party  an  op¬ 

portunity  to  present  objections  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  §  1.240  of  the  general  rules  of 
practice.  Operating  rights  sought  to  be 
controlled:  (MICHIGAN  TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION  COMPANY)  Fly  ash,  in  con¬ 
tainers,  as  a  common  carrier,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  from  Trenton,  Mich.,  to 
points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Wisconsin, 
Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Kentucky,  Missouri, 
Alabama,  Mississippi,  and  Tennessee;  fly 
ash,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Marysville,  St.  Clair,  and  Detroit,  Mich., 
to  points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Wisconsin, 
Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Kentucky,  Missouri, 
Alabama,  Mississippi,  and  Tennessee; 
calcium  chloride,  in  bags,  and  in  bulk, 
from  Midland  and  Ludington,  Mich.,  to 
the  port  of  entry  on  the  United  States- 
Canada  Boundary  line  at  Port  Huron, 
Mich.;  calcium  chloride,  in  bulk,  in  dump 
truck  vehicles,  from  Midland,  Mich.,  to 
points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  and  Wiscon¬ 
sin;  clay  products,  tile,  cement,  plaster, 
and  mortar,  from  certain  points  in  Ohio, 
to  certain  points  in  Michigan,  from  cer¬ 
tain  points  in  Michigan  to  certain  points 
in  Ohio;  beans,  from  points  in  the  lower 
peninsula  of  Michigan,  to  points  in 
Ohio;  paper,  used  in  the  manufacture 
of  building  materials,  from  Monroe, 
Mich.,  to  Port  Clinton,  Ohio;  lime,  from 
Luckey,  Ohio,  to  points  in  Wayne,  Oak¬ 
land,  and  Macomb  Counties,  Mich.; 
plastic  sheets,  wallboard,  metal  lath, 
metal  pipe  for  sewer  and  water  systems, 
building  insulation  material,  and  mill- 
work,  between  Lansing,  Mich.,  and  points 
in  Wayne  County,  Mich.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  certain  points 
in  Ohio;  machinery  and  supplies,  used  in 
the  manufacture  of  plaster,  and  building 
materials  and  building  contractors’  sup¬ 
plies,  between  Detroit,  Mich.,  and  points 
within  eight  miles  thereof,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other.  Port  Clinton, Ohio. 

Soda  ash,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  points  in  Wayne  County,  Mich.,  to 
points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  and  Ohio 
(with  specified  exceptions) ,  from  Wyan¬ 
dotte,  Mich.,  to  Winchester,  Ind.,  and 
points  in  Ohio;  delivered  defective  ship¬ 
ments  of  soda  ash,  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles,  from  Winchester,  Ind.,  and  points 
in  Ohio,  to  Wyandotte,  Mich.;  chemicals 
in  liquid  form,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  points  in  Wayne  County,  Mich. 

(except  Detroit),  to  points  in  Illinois, 
Indiana,  and  Ohio;  gypsum,  and  asphalt 
building  materials,  from  Port  Clinton, 
Ohio,  to  points  in  the  lower  peninsula 
of  Michigan;  cement,  between  points  in 
Wayne  County,  Mich.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  to  certain  points  in 
Ohio;  cement,  in  bags,  and  in  bulk,  from 
Detroit,  Mich.,  to  points  in  Indiana; 
salt,  from  the  port  of  entry  of  the 
United  States-Canada  Boundary  line,  at 
or  near  Detroit,  Mich.,  to  points  in 
Michigan  (with  specified  exceptions) 
with  restriction;  cement,  in  bulk,  and  in 
bags,  from  points  in  Monroe  County, 
Mich.,  to  points  in  Indiana  and  Ohio; 
gypsum  products  and  building  materials, 
in  flat  bed  equipment  only,  from  Port 
Clinton,  Ohio,  to  certain  points  in  Penn¬ 
sylvania;  building  materials,  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  Appendix  VI  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209  (but  not  including 
prefabricated  buildings,  complete, 
knocked  down,  or  in  section) ,  in  flat  bed 

equipment  only,  from  L’Anse,  Mich.,  to 
points  in  Indiana,  New  York,  Ohio,  and 
Pennsylvania,  from  Port  Clinton,  Ohio, 
to  points  in  the  upper  peninsula  of 
Michigan,  and  points  in  Crawford,  Erie, 
and  Mercer  Counties,  Pa.,  from  Harding, 
Pa.,  to  points  in  Michigan  and  Ohio; 
materials  and  supplies  used  or  useful 
in  the  manufacture  or  processing  of 
building  materials  or  in  the  maintenance 
of  the  plant,  from  points  in  Indiana, 
New  York,  Ohio,  and  Pennsylvania,  to 

L’Anse,  Mich.,  from  points  in  the  upper 
peninsula  of  Michigan  and  points  in 
Crawford,  Erie,  and  Mercer  Counties, 
Pa.,  to  Port  Clinton,  Ohio,  from  points 
in  Michigan  and  Ohio,  to  Harding,  Pa.; 
roofing  materials,  in  flat  bed  equipment 
only,  from  Cleveland,  Ohio,  to  points  in 
that  part  of  Michigan  on  and  north  of 
Michigan  Highway  21;  materials  and 
supplies,  used  or  useful  in  the  manufac¬ 
ture  or  processing  of  roofing  materials, 
or  in  the  maintenance  of  the  plant,  from 
points  in  that  part  of  Michigan,  on  and 
north  of  Michigan  Highway  21,  to  Cleve¬ 
land,  Ohio;  scrap  paper,  in  flat  bed 
equipment  only,  from  points  in  Mich¬ 
igan  (with  exceptions)  to  Avery,  Ohio. 

Calcium  chloride,  other  than  in  bulk, 
from  Barberton,  Ohio,  to  points  in  Mich¬ 
igan;  cement,  from  Schoolcraft,  Mich., 
to  points  in  Indiana;  returned  ship¬ 
ments  of  cement,  from  points  in  Indiana 
to  Schoolcraft,  Mich.;  polystyrene,  poly¬ 
vinyl  chloride,  and  polyethylene,  in  bulk, 
in  dump  or  hopper  type  vehicles,  from 
Bay  City  and  Midland,  Mich.,  to  points 
in  Ohio,  Indiana,  Kentucky,  Illinois, 
Pennsylvania,  and  Wisconsin;  dry  so¬ 
dium  phosphate,  in  bulk,  from  the  plant 
site  of  Monsanto,  Chemical  Co.,  at  Tren¬ 
ton,  Mich.,  to  points  in  Indiana,  Iowa, 
Minnesota,  Kentucky,  Kansas,  Ne¬ 
braska,  Wisconsin,  and  those  in  Illinois 
and  Missouri  (with  exceptions) ;  dry 
chemicals  (except  fertilizer),  in  bulk, 
from  Bay  City,  Ludington,  and  Midland, 
Mich.,  to  points  in  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Nebraska, 
Pennsylvania  (with  exceptions) ,  Wis¬ 
consin,  and  points  in  Queens,  „ Nassau, 
and  Suffolk  Counties,  N.Y.,  with  restric¬ 
tion;  from  points  in  Connecticut,  Illi¬ 
nois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Massa¬ 

chusetts,  Michigan,  Nebraska,  New  York 
(with  exceptions) ,  Ohio  (with  excep¬ 
tions)  ,  and  Wisconsin,  to  Bay  City,  Lud¬ 
ington,  and  Midland,  Mich.;  dry  calcium 
chloride,  in  bulk,  from  Detroit,  Mich., 
to  points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  and  Ohio; 
dry  chemicals  (except  fertilizer  and 
plastic  materials),  in  bulk,  from  Bay 
City,  Ludington,  and  Midland,  Mich.,  to 
points  in  Connecticut,  Massachusetts, 
New  York  (with  exceptions),  and  cer¬ 
tain  points  in  Pennsylvania;  salt,  in 
bulk,  in  hopper  and  dump  type  vehicles, 
from  Midland,  Mich.,  to  points  in  Illi¬ 
nois,  that  part  of  Indiana  south  of  U.S. 
Highway  40,  and  Ohio  (with  excep¬ 
tions)  ;  dry  cement,  in  bulk,  between 
points  in  Michigan,  with  restriction; 
and  coal  tar  pitch,  in  dump  vehicles, 
from  Detroit,  Mich.,  to  points  in  Ohio 
(with  exceptions). 
No.  MC-F-8798  (STRICKLAND 

TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  INC.— PUR¬ 
CHASE  (PORTION)  — ENGLAND 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  INC.),  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  July  8,  1964,  issue  of  the 
Federal  Register  on  page  9348.  By 

amendment  filed  December  7,  1964,  ap¬ 
plicants  seek  to  amend  the  operating 
rights  sought  to  be  transferred  by  in¬ 
cluding  the  following  portion  of  the  base 
territory  which  was  inadvertently  omit¬ 
ted  from  the  purchase  agreement:  be¬ 
tween  New  Orleans,  Louisiana  and  points 
and  places  within  ten  miles  of  the  corpo¬ 
rate  limits  of  New  Orleans. 

No.  MC-F-8911  (STANDARD  TRANS¬ 
FER  &  STORAGE,  INC.— PURCHASE 
(PORTION)  —  HENRY  C.  BUNGIE), 
published  in  the  October  28,  1964  issue 
of  the  Federal  Register  on  page  14688. 
By  petition  filed  December  4,  1964,  appli¬ 
cants  seek  to  amend  the  application  by 
including  the  following  operating  rights 

sought  to  be  transferred:  General  com¬ 
modities,  except  livestock,  and  Class  A 
and  B  explosives,  as  a  common  carrier, 
over  irregular  routes,  from  Washington, 
D.C.,  to  points  in  St.  Marys  and  Charles 
Counties,  Md.  If  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission  finds  it  necessary  to 
impose  a  restriction  on  the  operating 
rights  sought  to  be  transferred,  appli¬ 
cants  propose  that  the  following  restric¬ 
tion  be  added:  The  foregoing  authorities 

are  restricted  so  as  to  preclude  the  trans¬ 
portation  by  STANDARD  in  interstate 
or  foreign  commerce  of  livestock,  lime 
and  hay,  over  irregular  routes,  between 
points  in  Montgomery  County,  Md.,  with¬ 
in  the  Washington,  D.C.  commercial 
zone,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  St.  Marys  County,  Md. 

No.  MC-F-8936  (MOTOR  FREIGHT 

CORP.  —  MERGER  —  HAECKL’S  EX¬ 
PRESS,  INC.) ,  published  in  the  Novem¬ 
ber  18,  1964,  issue  of  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  on  page  15467.  Application  filed 

December  8,  1964,  for  temporary  author¬ 
ity  under  section  210a  (b). 

No.  MC-F-8957.  Authority  sought  for 

purchase  by  DORN’S  TRANSPORTA¬ TION,  INC.,  Railroad  Avenue  Extension, 
Albany,  N.Y.,  of  the  operating  rights  of 
GEORGE  ZAFFIS,  doing  business  as 
PARK  CITY  EXPRESS  (ERNEST  CA- 
POZZI,  TRUSTEE  IN  BANKRUPTCY), 
1115  Main  Street,  Bridgeport,  Conn.,  and 
for  acquisition  by  FRED  DORN,  also  of 
Albany,  N.Y.,  of  control  of  such  rights 
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through  the  purchase.  Applicants*  at-  certificate  of  registration,  covering  the  usual  value,  Classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
tomey:  Irving  Klein,  280  Broadway,  New  transportation  of  general  commodities,  household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com- 
York,  N.Y.,  10007.  Operating  rights  as  a  common  carrier,  in  intrastate  com-  mission,  uncrated  commodities  in  bulk, 
sought  to  be  transferred:  Under  a  cer-  merce,  within  the  State  of  Massachu-  and  those  requiring  special  equipment, 
tificate  of  registration,  in  Docket  No.  setts.  Vendee  is  authorized  to  operate  between  Dayton,  Ohio,  and  Arcanum, 
MC-57278  Sub-1,  covering  the  trans-  as  a  common  carrier  in  Vermont,  New  Ohio,  between  the  junction  of  Ohio  High- 
portation  of  property,  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  in  intrastate  commerce,  within  the 
State  of  Connecticut.  Vendee  is  author¬ 
ized  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier  in 
Virginia,  New  York,  Connecticut,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  New  Jersey,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  Vermont,  Maryland,  Dela¬ 
ware,  and  the  District  of  Columbia.  Ap¬ 
plication  has  been  filed  for  temporary 
authority  under  section  210a(b). 

Note:  No.  MC-84212  Sub-27  Is  a  matter 
directly  related. 

No.  MC-F-8958.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  HOUSTON  LINES,  INC., 
8802  Liberty  Road,  Houston,  Tex.,  of  the 
operating  rights  of  H.  C.  BUCKNER  AND 
H.  W.  BUCKNER,  a  partnership,  doing 
business  as  BUCKNER  BROTHERS,  8802 
Liberty  Road,  Houston,  Tex.,  and  for  ac¬ 
quisition  by  N.  D.  PATTERSON,  also  of 
Houston,  Tex.,  of  control  of  such  rights 
through  the  purchase.  This  application 
also  proposes  that  H.  C.  BUCKNER  and 
H.  W.  BUCKNER  will  acquire  350  shares 
of  common  capital  stock  of  HOUSTON 

LINES,  INC.  Applicants’  attorney:  H.  H. 
Prewett,  2159  Tennessee  Building,  Hous¬ 
ton,  Tex.  Operating  rights  sought  to  be 
transferred:  Under  a  certificate  of  reg¬ 
istration,  in  Docket  No.  MC-120482  Sub- 
2,  covering  the  transportation  of  prop¬ 
erty,  as  a  common  carrier,  in  intrastate 
commerce,  within  the  State  of  Texas. 
Vendee  is  authorized  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier  pursuant  to  authority 
granted  May  26,  1964,  and  consummated 
July  9,  1964,  in  Texas,  Louisiana,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Kansas,  and  Arkansas.  Applica¬ 
tion  has  not  been  filed  for  temporary 
authority  under  section  210a  (b). 

Note:  No.  MC-99776  Sub-3  Is  a  matter 
directly  related. 

No.  MC-F-8959.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  ST.  JOHNSBURY  TRUCK¬ 
ING  COMPANY,  INC.,  38  Main  Street, 
St.  Johnsbury,  Vt.,  of  a  portion  of  the 
operating  rights  of  FRANK  J.  COLE, 
INC.,  197  Norfolk  Avenue,  Boston  19, 
Mass.,  and  for  acquisition  by  HARRY 
D.  ZABARSKY,  38  Main  Street,  St. 
Johnsbury,  Vt.,  MILTON  J.  ZABARSKY 
and  MAURICE  ZABARSKY,  both  of  40 
Erie  Street,  Cambridge,  Mass.,  of  control 
of  such  rights  through  the  purchase. 

Applicants’  attorneys  and  representa¬ 
tive:  Francis  E.  Barrett  and  Francis  P. 
Barrett,  both  of  25  Bryant  Avenue,  East 
Milton,  Mass.,  02186  and  James  G.  Fay, 
10  Post  Office  Square,  Boston,  Mass.  Op¬ 
erating  rights  sought  to  be  transferred: 
General  commodities,  excepting,  among 
others,  household  goods  and  commodities 
in  bulk,  as  a  common  carrier,  over  regu¬ 
lar  routes,  between  Springfield,  Mass., 
and  Pittsfield,  Mass.,  serving  certain  in¬ 
termediate  and  off -route  points,  between 
Northampton,  Mass.,  and  Pittsfield, 
Mass.,  serving  certain  intermediate 
points  and  between  Pittsfield,  Mass.,  and 
Greenfield,  Mass.,  serving  certain  inter¬ 
mediate  and  off -route  points;  and  a  por¬ 
tion  of  the  operating  rights  in  pending 
docket  No.  MC-52841  Sub  2,  seeking  a 

Hampshire,  Maine,  Massachusetts,  Con¬ 
necticut,  Rhode  Island,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  Pennsylvania,  Maryland,  Delaware, 
and  the  District  of  Columbia.  Applica¬ 
tion  has  been  filed  for  temporary  au¬ 
thority  under  section  210a(b) . 

Note:  No.  MC-108473  Sub  22  Is  a  matter 
directly  related. 

No.  MC-F-8960.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  LOPEZ  TRUCKING,  INC., 
131  Linden  Street,  Waltham,  Mass.,  of 
the  operating  rights  and  property  of 
THOMAS  COOK  &  SONS,  INC.,  16  Jor¬ 
dan  Place,  Cambridge,  Mass.,  and  for 
acquisition  by  FELIX  A.  LOPEZ  and 
VINCENT  A.  LOPEZ,  both  of  131  Linden 
Street,  Waltham,  Mass.,  of  control  of 
such  rights  and  property  through  the 

purchase.  Applicants’  attorney  and  rep¬ 
resentative:  Kenneth  B.  Williams,  111 
State  Street,  Boston,  Mass.,  and  John  J. 
Campbell,  101  Treamont  Street,  Boston, 
Mass.  Operating  rights  sought  to  be 
transferred:  Structural  steel,  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  over  irregular  routes,  be¬ 
tween  Boston,  Mass.,  and  Manchester, 
N.H.,  from  Boston,  Mass.,  to  Dover,  Exe¬ 
ter,  Rochester,  Nashua,  and  Salem,  N.H., 
West  Warwick  and  Saylesville,  R.I.;  fin¬ 
ishing  material,  flooring,  and  shingles, 
from  Boston,  Mass.,  to  points  in  Bristol, 
Kent,  Newport,  and  Providence  Counties, 
R.I.,  that  part  of  Massachusetts  on  and 
east  of  U.S.  Highway  5,  and  those  in  New 
Hampshire,  on  and  south  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  302;  lumber,  between  Boston,  Mass., 
and  points  in  Massachusetts  within  35 
miles  of  Boston,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Massachusetts, 
Connecticut,  New  Hampshire,  and  Rhode 
Island.  Vendee  is  authorized  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier  in  all  States  in  the 

United  States  (except  Alaska  and  Ha¬ 
waii)  and  the  District  of  Columbia.  Ap¬ 
plication  has  been  filed  for  temporary 
authority  under  section  210a(b). 

No.  MC-F-8961.  Authority  sought  for 
control  by  EASTERN  MOTOR  DIS¬ 
PATCH,  INC.,  1215  West  Mound  Street, 
Columbus  23,  Ohio,  of  D.  G.  &  U.  TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  701  Hiddeson  Avenue, 
Greenville,  Ohio,  and  for  acquisition  by 
L.  MARGUERITE  BUEL,  2550  Canter¬ 
bury  Road,  Columbus  21,  Ohio  and 
ELIZABETH  M.  STONE,  1165  Highland 
Drive,  Columbus  21,  Ohio,  of  control  of 
D.  G.  &  U.  TRUCK .LINES,  INC.,  through 
the  acquisition  by  EASTERN  MOTOR 

.DISPATCH,  INC.  Applicants’  attorney: 
William  E.  Ranee,  1200  West  Fifth  Ave¬ 
nue,  Columbus  12,  Ohio. 
Operating  rights  sought  to  be  con¬ 

trolled:  General  commodities,  excepting 
among  others,  household  goods  and 
commodities  in  bulk,  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  over  regular  routes,  between  Dayton, 
Ohio,  and  Muncie,  Ind.,  serving  all  in¬ 
termediate  and  certain  off-route  points, 
between  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  and  Oxford, 
Ohio,  serving  certain  intermediate 
points,  with  certain  restrictions,  between 
Oxford,  Ohio,  and  West  Manchester, 
Ohio,  serving  no  intermediate  points; 
general  commodities,  except  those  of  un¬ 

way  49  and  unnumbered  highway  (ap¬ 
proximately  one  mile  northwest  of  Fort 
McKinley,  Ohio),  and  Trotwood,  Ohio, 
between  Phillipsburg,  Ohio,  and  Ithaca, 
Ohio,  serving  certain  intermediate  and 
off-route  points;  general  commodities, 
excepting  among  others,  household  goods 
but  not  excepting  commodities  in  bulk, 
between  Anderson,  Ind.,  and  Muncie, 
Ind.,  serving  all  intermediate  points; 
general  commodities,  excepting  among 
others,  household  goods  and  commodi¬ 
ties  in  bulk,  over  irregular  routes,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Montgomery,  Preble,  Mi¬ 
ami,  and  Darke  Counties,  Ohio,  and 
Randolph,  Wayne,  Henry,  Delaware,  and 
Madison  Counties  Ind.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  Cox  Municipal  Airport, 
Montgomery  County,  Ohio  (municipal 
airport  of  Dayton,  Ohio),  with  restric¬ 
tion;  and  household  goods,  between 
points  in  Ohio,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 

the  other,  points  in  Indiana  and  Michi¬ 
gan.  EASTERN  MOTOR  DISPATCH, 
INC.  is  authorized  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier  in  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts,  New  York,  and  the  District 
of  Columbia.  Application  has  not  been 
filed  for  temporary  authority  under  sec¬ 
tion  210a(b) . 

No.  MC-F-8963.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  AERO  TRUCKING,  INC., 
Box  278,  Rural  Delivery  No.  1,  Oakdale, 
Pa.,  of  the  operating  rights  and  property 
of  CLARENCE  PAUL  LARRABEE  (EVE¬ 
LYN  B.  LARRABEE,  ADMINISTRA¬ 
TRIX),  64  Winthrop  Street,  Framing¬ 
ham,  Mass.,  and  for  acquisition  by  ED¬ 
WARD  J.  CONTO,  also  of  Oakdale,  Pa., 
of  control  of  such  rights  and  property 

through  the  purchase.  Applicants’  at¬ torneys:  Carl  A.  Sheridan,  129  Concord 
Street,  Framingham,  Mass.,  Paul  F. 
Beery,  44  East  Broad  Street,  Columbus, 
Ohio,  43215,  and  Francis  E.  Barrett,  182 
Forbes  Building,  Forbes  Road  (at  South 
Shore  Plaza) ,  Braintree  84,  Mass.  Oper¬ 
ating  rights  sought  to  be  transferred: 
Such  commodities,  as  machinery  and 

machine  parts,  and  heavy  or  bulky  arti¬ 
cles  requiring  specialized  handling  or 
rigging,  because  of  size  or  weight,  as  a 
common  carrier,  over  irregular  routes, 
between  points  in  Massachusetts,  on  and 
east  of  U.S.  Highway  5,  on  the  one  hand, 

and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Connecti¬ 
cut,  Rhode  Island,  and  New  Hampshire. 
Vendee  is  authorized  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier  in  Ohio,  Pennsylvania, 

West  Virginia,  Kentucky,  Illinois,  Michi¬ 
gan,  New  York,  Indiana,  Wisconsin, 
Delaware,  Connecticut,  Maryland,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts,  New  Jersey,  Rhode  Island, 
Virginia,  Tennessee,  Alabama,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  and  the  District  of  Columbia.  Ap¬ 
plication  has  been  filed  for  temporary 
authority  under  section  210a (b). 

No.  MC-F-8964.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  HOWARD  SOBER,  INC., 
2400  West  St.  Joseph  Street,  Lansing, 
Mich.,  48904,  of  the  operating  rights  of 
F.  W.  MYERS  DRIVE-AWAY  SYSTEM, 
INC.,  20300  Ireland  Road,  South  Bend, 
Ind.,  and  for  acquisition  by  HOWARD 
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W.  SOBER,  LETHA  E.  SOBER  and  WIL¬ 

LIAM  H.  SOBER,  JR.,  all  also  of  Lan¬ 
sing.  Mich.,  of  control  of  such  rights 

through  the  purchase.  Applicants’  at¬ 
torney  and  representative:  Albert  F. 
Beasley,  Investment  Building,  15th  & 
K  Streets  NW.,  Washington  5,  D.C.,  and 
Joseph  Gracia,  2400  West  St.  Joseph 

Street,  Lansing,  Mich.,  48904.  Opera¬ 
ting  rights  sought  to  be  transferred: 
New  motor  vehicles,  except  trailers,  by 
truckaway  and  driveaway  methods,  in 
initial  movements,  as  a  common  carrier, 
over  irregular  routes,  from  points  in 
Madison  County,  Ala.,  to  points  in  Tenn¬ 
essee,  Florida,  Delaware,  Illinois,  Indi¬ 
ana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Louisiana, 
Maine,  Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Mich¬ 
igan,  Minnesota,  Mississippi,  Missouri, 
Nebraska,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Ohio,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Rhode  Island,  Texas,  Virginia, 
Vermont,  West  Virginia,  Wisconsin,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia;  new  automo¬ 
biles,  new  trucks,  and  new  chassis,  in 
initial  movements,  in  truckaway  serv¬ 
ice,  from  South  Bend,  Ind.,  to  points 
in  Connecticut,  Indiana,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  Ohio,  and  West  Virginia;  new 
automobiles,  new  trucks  and  new  chassis, 
in  initial  movements,  in  drive-away  serv¬ 
ice,  from  South  Bend,  Ind.,  to  points  in 
Indiana;  new  chassis,  in  initial  move¬ 
ments,  in  drive-away  service,  from  South 
Bend,  Ind.,  to  points  in  Connecticut, 
Kentucky,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio, 
and  West  Virginia;  and  new  automobiles 
and  trucks,  in  drive-away  service,  from 
South  Bend,  Ind.,  to  points  in  Connecti¬ 
cut,  Kentucky,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
Ohio,  and  West  Virginia.  Vendee  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier 
in  all  States  in  the  United  States  (ex¬ 
cept  Hawaii)  and  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia.  Application  has  not  been  filed  for 
temporary  authority  under  section  210a 
(b). 

No.  MC-F-8965.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  MAWSON  &  MAWSON, 
INC.,  Old  Lincoln  Highway,  Post  Office 
Box  125,  Langhorne,  Pa.,  19047,  of  a 
portion  of  the  operating  rights  of  HEAVY 
HAULING  AND  RIGGING  CORPORA¬ 
TION  OF  AMERICA,  414  Union  Avenue, 
Westbury,  L.I.,  N.Y.,  and  for  acquisition 
by  ROBERT  J.  DURBIN,  801  Pebble  Hill 
Road,  Doylestown,  Pa.,  of  control  of  such 
rights  through  the  purchase.  Appli¬ 
cants’  attorney:  Wilmer  B.  Hill,  529 
Transportation  Building,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20006.  Operating  rights  sought  to 
be  transferred:  Construction  and  build¬ 
ing  machinery  and  equipment,  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  over  irregular  routes,  be¬ 
tween  New  York,  N.Y.,  and  points  on 
Long  Island,  N.Y.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  New  York,  those 
in  Hudson,  Bergen,  Passaic,  Essex,  and 
Union  Counties,  N.J.,  and  those  in  Fair- 
field  County,  Conn.;  such  commodities, 
as  contractors’  equipment,  heavy  and 
bulk  articles,  machinery  and  machine 
Parts,  and  articles  requiring  specialized 
handling  and  rigging  because  of  size 
or  weight,  between  points  in  New  York 
and  New  Jersey,  between  points  in  New 
York  and  New  Jersey,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Massachu¬ 
setts  and  Connecticut.  RESTRICTION: 
This  authority  is  restricted  against  the 

transportation  of  granite,  between  Ches¬ 
ter,  Mass.,  and  points  in  Massachusetts 
within  15  miles  of  Chester,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Connecticut,  New  York,  and  New  Jer¬ 
sey,  and  structural  steel  and  iron,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Massachusetts  and 
Connecticut.  Vendee  is  authorized  to 

operate  as  a  common  carrier,  in  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  New  York,  New  Jersey,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Maryland,  and  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia.  Application  has  been  filed  for 
temporary  authority  under  section  210a 
(b). 

No.  MC-F-8966.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  CAMPBELL  SIXTY-SIX 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  2333  East  Mill  Street 
Road,  Post  Office  Box  807,  Springfield, 
Mo.,  of  the  operating  rights  and  property 
of  W.  O.  Hughey,  doing  business  as 
HUGHEY  TRANSPORTATION  COM¬ 
PANY,  Post  Office  Box  907,  Macomb, 
Miss.,  and  for  acquisition  by  F.  G. 
CAMPBELL,  Post  Office  Box  807, 
Springfield,  Mo.,  of  control  of  such 
rights  and  property  through  the  pur¬ 
chase.  Applicants’  attorney:  Phineas 
Stevens,  700  Petroleum  Building,  Post 
Office  Box  1250,  Jackson,  Miss.  Oper¬ 
ating  rights  sought  to  be  trans¬ 
ferred:  General  commodities,  excepting, 

among  others,  household  goods  and  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk,  as  a  common  carrier, 
over  regular  routes,  between  Natchez, 
Miss.,  and  Baton  Rouge,  La.,  between 
Centreville,  Miss.,  and  Scotlandville,  La., 
between  Beechwood,  Miss.,  and  Baton 
Rouge,  La.,  between  Clinton,  La.,  and  St. 
Francisville,  La.,  between  McComb, 
Miss.,  and  Woodville,  Miss.,  serving  all 
intermediate  points,  between  McComb, 
Miss.,  and  Natchez,  Miss.,  serving  no 
intermediate  points,  between  Centreville, 
Miss.,  and  Crosby,  Miss.,  between  Liberty, 
Miss.,  and  Gloster,  Miss.,  between  Crosby, 
Miss.,  and  junction  Mississippi  Highway 
554  and  U.S.  Highway  61,  between  Wil¬ 
kinson,  Miss.,  and  junction  Mississippi 
Highway  563  and  U.S.  Highway  61,  serv¬ 
ing  all  intermediate  points,  between 
Crosby,  Miss.,  and  Roxie,  Miss.,  serving 
no  intermediate  points,  and  serving 

Roxie,  Miss.,  as  point  of  joinder,  RE¬ 
STRICTION:  The  service  authorized 
herein  is  subject  to  the  following  condi¬ 
tions:  Service  is  restricted  against  the 
transportation  of  all  traffic  moving  be¬ 
tween  Natchez,  Miss.,  and  the  commer¬ 
cial  zone  thereof,  on  the  one  hand,  mid, 

on  the  other*,  Baton  Rouge,  La.,  and  the 
commercial  zone  thereof,  The  authority 
granted  herein,  to  the  extent  that  it  au¬ 
thorizes  the  transportation  of  Classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  shall  be  limited  in  point 
of  time  to  a  period  expiring  five  years 
after  August  16,  1963;  and  in  pending 
Docket  No.  MC-57899  Sub  5,  covering 
the  transportation  of  general  commodi¬ 
ties,  excepting  among  others  household 
goods  and  commodities  in  bulk,  between 
McComb,  Miss.,  and  Ponchatoula,  La., 
over  U.S.  Highway  51,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points.  Vendee  is  authorized 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier  in  Mis¬ 
souri,  Kansas,  Illinois,  Oklahoma,  Arkan¬ 
sas,  Iowa,  Texas,  Tennessee,  Mississippi, 
Alabama,  and  Louisiana.  Application 
has  not  been  filed  for  temporary  au¬ 
thority  under  section  210a(b). 

No.  MC-F-8967.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  U.S.A.C.  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  457  West  Fort  Street,  Detroit, 
Mich.,  48226*  of  a  portion  of  the  operat¬ 
ing  rights  of  TOLEDO  CARTAGE  COM¬ 
PANY  (KENNETH  V.  NICOLA,  TRUST¬ 
EE  IN  BANKRUPTCY),  1277  East  40th 
Street,  Cleveland  14,  Ohio,  and  for  acqui¬ 
sition  by  TRAILHOLD,  INC.,  2208 
Penobscot  Building,  Detroit,  Mich.,  and, 
in  turn,  by  TRAILMAR  CORPORA¬ 
TION,  and,  in  turn,  by  MARCO  AND 
MARCO  (a  law  partnership),  composed 
of  PAUL  MARCO,  PHILLIP  MARCO, 
PAUL  EAGAN  and  WILLIAM  E.  KEN¬ 
NEDY,  all  also  of  Detroit,  Mich.,  of  con¬ 
trol  of  such  rights  through  the  purchase. 

Applicants’  attorney:  Walter  N.  Biene- 
man,  Suite  1700,  One  Woodward  Ave¬ 
nue,  Detroit,  Mich.,  48226.  Operating 
rights  sought  to  be  transferred :  Cement, 
as  a  common  carrier  over  irregular 
routes,  from  Port  Huron  and  Detroit, 
Mich.,  to  points  in  Indiana  and  Ohio 
(except  Middlebranch  and  Ironton, 
Ohio),  from  points  in  Lucas  County, 
Ohio,  to  points  in  the  lower  peninsula  of 
Michigan;  empty  containers  for  cement, 
from  the  above -specified  destination 
points  to  the  respective  described  origin 
points,  heavy  machinery  and  articles 
which  require  specialized  handling  or 
rigging  because  of  their  size  or  weight, 
between  points  in  Lucas  County,  Ohio, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  lower  peninsula  of  Michi¬ 
gan.  Vendee  is  authorized  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier  in  all  States  in  the 
United  States  (except  Hawaii),  and  the 
District  of  Columbia.  Application  has 
been  filed  for  temporary  authority  under 
section  210a(b). 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PASSENGERS 

No.  MC-F-8962.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  CAPITAL  MOTOR  LINES, 
520  North  Court  Street,  Montgomery, 
Ala.,  36104,  of  a  portion  of  the  operating 
rights  of  COASTAL  STAGES,  INC.,  Post 

Office  Box  346,  Florala,  Ala.  Applicants’ attorney:  Robert  C.  Black,  Post  Office 
Box  116,  Montgomery,  Ala.  Operating 
rights  sought  to  be  transferred :  Passen¬ 
gers  and  their  baggage,  and  express, 
newspapers,  and  mail  in  the  same  vehicle 
with  passengers,  as  a  common  carrier, 
over  a  regular  route,  between  Florala, 
Ala.,  and  Fort  Walton,  Fla.,  serving  all 
intermediate  points.  Vendee  is  author¬ 
ized  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier  in 
Florida,  Mississippi,  Alabama,  and  Geor¬ 
gia.  Application  has  been  filed  for 
temporary  authority  under  section 
210a(b). 

By  the  Commission. 
[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-12903;  Filed,  Dec.  15,  1964; 8:48  ajn.] 

[Notice  25] 

APPLICATIONS  FOR  MOTOR  CARRIER 

“GRANDFATHER”  CERTIFICATE  OF 
REGISTRATION 

December  11,  1964. 

The  following  applications  are  filed 
under  section  206(a)(7)  of  the  Inter- 
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state  Commerce  Act,  as  amended  Octo¬ 
ber  15,  1962.  These  applications  are 
governed  by  Special  Rule  1.244,  of  the 

Commission’s  rules  of  practice  published 
in  the  Fxderal  Register,  issue  of  Decem¬ 
ber  8,  1962,  page  12188,  which  provides, 
among  other  things,  that  protests  to  the 
granting  of  an  application  may  be  filed 
with  the  Commission  within  30  days 
after  the  date  of  notice  of  filing  of  the 
application  is  published  in  the  Federal 
Register.  Failure  seasonably  to  file  a 
protest  will  be  construed  as  a  waiver  of 
opposition  and  participation  in  the  pro¬ 
ceeding.  Protests  shall  set  forth  specifi¬ 
cally  the  grounds  upon  which  they  are 
made  and  contain  a  concise  statement 
of  the  interest  of  the  protestant  in  the 
proceeding.  Protests  containing  gen¬ 
eral  allegations  may  be  rejected.  A  pro¬ 
test  filed  under  these  special  rules  shall 

be  served  upon  applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive  (or  applicant,  if  no  practitioner  rep¬ 
resenting  him  is  named).  The  original 
and  six  copies  of  the  protests  shall  be 
filed  with  the  Commission. 

The  Special  Rules  do  not  provide  for 
publication  of  the  operating  authority, 
but  the  applications  are  available  at  the 
Commission’s  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
and  the  field  offices. 

Applications  not  included  in  this  pub¬ 
lication  will  be  published  at  a  later  date. 

No.  MC  121046  (Sub-No.  2)  (REPUB¬ 
LICATION)  ,  filed  February  1,  1963,  pub¬ 
lished  in  Federal  Register  issue  of  June 
12,  1963,  and  republished  this  issue. 
Applicant:  BURDETTE  A.  MILLER,  800 
Cherry  Street,  Liberty  Center,  Ohio;  and 
B.  A.  MILLER  &  SONS  TRUCKING, 
INC.,  800  Cherry  Street,  Liberty  Center, 

Ohio,  joint  applicants.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  James  M.  Burtch,  44  East  Broad 
Street,  Columbus  15,  Ohio. 

Note:  The  purpose  of  this  republication  Is 
to  show  B.  A.  Miller  &  Sons  Trucking,  Inc¬ 

as  joint  applicant. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 
Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  64-12904;  Piled,  Dec.  15,  1964; 
8:48  ajn.] 

[Notice  711] 

MOTOR  CARRIER,  BROKER,  WATER 

CARRIER,  AND  FREIGHT  FOR¬ 
WARDER  APPLICATIONS 

December  11,  1964. 

The  following  applications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  Special  Rule  1.247 1  of  the 
Commission’s  general  rules  of  practice 
(49  CFR  1.247),  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  issue  of  December  3, 1963, 
effective  January  1,  1964.  These  rules 
provide,  among  other  things,  that  a  pro¬ 
test  to  the  granting  of  an  application 

.  must  be  filed  with  the  Commission  within 
30  days  after  date  of  notice  of  filing  of 
the  application  is  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register.  Failure  seasonably  to  file 
a  protest  will  be  construed  as  a  waiver  of 
opposition  and  participation  in  the  pro- 

*  Copies  of  Special  Rule  1.247  can  be  ob¬ 
tained  by  writing  to  the  Secretary,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Washington,  D.C., 
20423. 

ceeding.  A  protest  under  these  rules 
should  comply  with  5  1-40  of  the  gen¬ 
eral  rules  of  practice  which  requires  that 
it  set  forth  specifically  the  grounds  upon 
which  it  is  made  and  specify  with  par¬ 
ticularity  the  facts,  matters,  and  things 
relied  upon,  but  shall  not  include  issues 
or  allegations  phrased  generally.  Pro¬ 
tests  not  in  reasonable  compliance  with 
the  requirements  of  the  rules  may  be  re¬ 
jected.  The  original  and  six  (6)  copies 
of  the  protest  shall  be  filed  with  the 
Commission,  and  a  copy  shall  be  served 

concurrently  upon  applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative,  or  applicant  if  no  representative 
is  named.  If  the  protest  includes  a  re¬ 
quest  for  oral  hearing,  such  request  shall 
meet  the  requirements  of  §  1.247(d)(4) 
of  the  special  rule.  Subsequent  as¬ 
signment  of  these  proceedings  for  oral 
hearing,  if  any,  will  be  by  Commission 
order  which  will  be  served  on  each  party 
of  record. 

No.  MC  1778  (Sub-No.  7) ,  filed  Novem¬ 
ber  27,  1964.  Applicant:  MOTOR  EX¬ 
PRESS,  INC.,  727  South  Jefferson  Street, 

Chicago,  HI.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Themis  N.  Anastos,  Suite  614-616,  120 
West  Madison  Street,  Chicago,  HI.,  60602. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting :  Articles  of  iron  and 
steel,  from  Burns  Harborv  Porter  County, 
Ind.,  to  points  in  Illinois  within  forty 
(40)  miles  of  Chicago,  HI.,  and  empty 
containers  or  other  such  incidental  fa¬ 
cilities  (not  specified)  used  in  transport¬ 
ing  the  above-specified  commodities,  on 
return. 

Note:  If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  beld  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  7523  (Sub-No.  12),  filed  De¬ 
cember  1,  1964.  Applicant:  VENTURA 
TRANSFER  COMPANY,  a  corporation, 
3440  E.  South  Street,  Long  Beach,  Calif. 

Applicant’s  attorney:  Phil  Jacobson,  510 
West  6th  Street,  Suite  723,  Los  Angeles 
14,  Calif.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting :  Barite,  in 
bulk,  In  pneumatic  hopper  type  vehicles 
from  Battle  Mountain,  Nevv  to  points  in 
Los  Angeles  and  Ventura  Counties,  Calif. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Los  Angeles, 
Calif. 

No.  MC  11146  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  No¬ 
vember  27,  1964.  Applicant:  E.  P.  Mc- 
NEIL,  doing  business  as  GEO.  McNEIL 
TEAMING  CO.,  540  North  Franklin 

Street,  Chicago,  Ill.  Applicant’s  attor¬ 
ney:  Themis  N.  Anastos,  Suite  614-616, 
120  West  Madison  Street,  Chicago,  HI., 
60602.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Articles 
of  iron  and  steel,  from  Burns  Harbor, 
Porter  County,  Ind.,  to  points  in  the  Illi¬ 
nois  portion  of  the  Chicago,  Ill.,  commer¬ 
cial  zone,  as  defined  by  the  Commission 
in  1  M.C.C.  673,  and  empty  containers 
or  other  such  incidental  facilities  (not 
specified)  used  in  transporting  the  com¬ 
modities  specified  above,  on  return. 

Note:  Applicant  has  contract  carrier  au¬ 
thority  under  MC  11147,  therefore,  dual  op¬ 
erations  may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be 
held  at  Chicago,  m. 

No.  MC  13569  (Sub-No.  8) ,  filed  No¬ 
vember  25, 1964.  Applicant:  THE  LAKE 
SHORE  MOTOR  FREIGHT  COMPANY, 
a  corporation,  1200  South  State  Street, 

Girard,  Ohio.  Applicant’s  attorney: James  R.  Stiverson,  50  West  Broad 
Street,  Columbus  15,  Ohio.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular  routes! 
transporting:  General  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  articles  of  size  or  weight  that  makes 
handling  by  motor  vehicle  impractical, 
bank  bills,  coins,  currency,  drafts,  notes, 
or  other  valuable  papers,  precious  metals 
or  articles  manufactured  therefrom, 
dangerous  explosives,  liquid  bulk  com¬ 
modities,  and  household  goods) ,  serving 
the  sife  of  the  plants  of  the  General 
Motors  Corporation  located  in  Lordstown 
Township,  Trumbull  County,  Ohio,  as 

off-route  points  in  connection  with  ap¬ 
plicant’s  regular  route  authority. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 

applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C.,  or  Detroit,  Mich. 

No.  MC  14101  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  No¬ 
vember  27,  1964.  Applicant:  GABLE 
EXPRESS  CO.,  a  corporation,  4711  West 

16th  Street,  Cicero  50,  Ill.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Themis  N.  Anastos,  Suite  614- 
616,  120  West  Madison  Street,  Chicago, 
Ill.,  60602.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Ar¬ 
ticles  of  iron  and  steel,  from  Bums  Har¬ 
bor,  Porter  County,  Ind.,  to  points  in  the 
Illinois  portion  of  the  Chicago,  Ill.,  com¬ 
mercial  zone,  as  defined  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  1  M.C.C.  673,  and  empty  contain¬ 
ers  or  other  such  incidental  facilities 
(not  specified) ,  used  in  transporting  the 
commodities  specified  above,  on  return. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  16567  (Sub-No.  7) ,  filed  No¬ 
vember  27,  1964.  Applicant:  J.  L. 
SCHEFFLER  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  1801 

West  Fulton  Street,  Chicago,  Ill.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  Themis  N.  Anastos, 
Suite  614-616,  120  West  Madison  Street, 
Chicago,  HI.,  60602.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 

vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Articles  of  iron  and  steel,  from 
Bums  Harbor,  Porter  County,  Ind.,  to 

points  in  the  Illinois  portion  of  the  Chi¬ 
cago,  HI.  commercial  zone,  as  defined  by 
the  Commission  in  1  M.C.C.  673,  and 

empty  containers  or  other  such  inciden¬ 
tal  facilities  (not  specified)  used  in 

transporting  the  above-specified  com¬ modities,  on  return. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  18738  (Sub-No.  31),  filed  No¬ 
vember  30,  1964.  Applicant:  SIMS 
MOTOR  TRANSPORT  LINES,  INC.,  610 

West  138th  Street,  Chicago  27,  Ill.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  Ferdinand  Born, 
1017-19  Chamber  of  Commerce  Building, 
Indianapolis  4,  Ind.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 

vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (except  those 
of  unusual  value,  and  except  Classes  A 

and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  commodities  in 
bulk,  commodities  requiring  special 
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equipment  and  those  injurious  or  con¬ 
taminating  to  other  lading) ,  between  the 

plant  site  of  the  Bethlehem  Steel  Com¬ 

pany,  Burns  Harbor,  Indiana  plant  lo¬ 
cated  in  Porter  County,  Ind.,  on  the  one 

hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Illi¬ 
nois,  Indiana,  Ohio,  Michigan  and 
Kentucky. 
Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 

applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  19227  (Sub-No.  90),  filed  No¬ 
vember  30,  1964.  Applicant :  LEONARD 
BROS.  TRANSFER,  INC.,  2595  North¬ 
west  20th  Street,  Miami,  Fla.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Communications  and 
transmission  towers  and  related  parts, 
from  points  in  Texas  to  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  Arkansas,  California,  Florida, 
Georgia,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Maryland, 
Michigan,  Mississippi,  New  Mexico,  New 
Jersey,  Nevada,  North  Carolina,  Ohio, 
South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Virginia,  and 
West  Virginia. 
Note:  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 

applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Dallas,  Tex. 

No.  MC  19945  (Sub-No.  14) ,  filed  No¬ 
vember  27,  1964.  Applicant:  BEHNKEN 
TRUCK  SERVICE,  INC.,  Illinois  Route 

13,  New  Athens,  Ill.  Applicant’s  attor¬ 
ney:  Ernest  A.  Brooks  n,  1301-02  Am¬ 
bassador  Building,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  63101. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Com¬ 
modities,  in  bulk,  having  prior  movement 
by  water  or  rail  between  points  in  Ar¬ 
kansas,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas, 
Michigan,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  Ne¬ 
braska,  Oklahoma,  Tennessee,  and 
Wisconsin. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

No.  MC  19945  (Sub-No.  15) ,  filed  De¬ 
cember  2,  1964.  Applicant:  BEHNKEN 
TRUCK  SERVICE,  INC.,  Illinois  Route 

13,  New  Athens,  Ill.  Applicant’s  attor¬ 
ney:  Ernest  A.  Brooks  n,  1301-02  Am¬ 
bassador  Building,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  63101. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Dry  fertilizer,  in 
bulk,  between  points  in  Illinois  on  and 
south  of  U.S.  Highway  136,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Missouri. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 

applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

No.  MC  20157  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  No¬ 
vember  27,  1964.  Applicant:  CHICAGO 
CARTAGE  COMPANY,  a  corporation, 
2100  South  Throop  Street,  Chicago,  Ill. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Themis  N.  Anastos, 
Suite  614-616,  120  West  Madison  Street, 
Chicago,  HI.,  60602.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Articles  of  iron  and  steel,  from 
Bums  Harbor,  Porter  County,  Ind.,  to 
points  in  the  Illinois  portion  of  the  Chi¬ 
cago,  Ill.,  commercial  zone,  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  in  1  M.C.C.  673,  and 
unvty  containers  or  other  such  inci¬ 
dental  facilities  (not  specified)  used  in 
transporting  the  commodities  specified above,  on  return. 

No.  244 - 10 

Note:  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 

applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Chicago,  IU. 

No.  MC  28573  (Sub-No.  25)  f  filed  No¬ 
vember  27,  1964.  Applicant:  GREAT 
NORTHERN  RAILWAY  COMPANY,  a 
corporation,  175  East  4th  Street,  St.  Paul 
1,  Minn.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
regular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 

value,  Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 

special  equipment)  (1)  between  Lewis- 
town  and  Malta,  Mont,  from  Lewistown 
over  U.S.  Highway  191  to  Malta,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route  serving  no  in¬ 
termediate  points,  and  (2)  between 
Grassrange  and  Malta,  Mont,  from 
Grassrange  over  Montana  Highway  19  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  191  east  of  Roy, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  191  to  Malta, 
and  return  over  the  same  route  serving 
no  intermediate  points.  Restriction: 
Service  restricted  to  that  which  is  auxili¬ 
ary  to  or  supplemental  of  the  rail  serv¬ 
ice  of  the  Great  Northern  Railway  Co. 

Note:  Applicant  is  also  authorized  to  con¬ 

duct  operations  as  a  common  carrier  of  pas¬ 
sengers  in  MC  28572  Sub  2  and  other  subs. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Billings,  Mont. 

No.  MC  30844  (Sub-No.  164),  filed 
November  27,  1964.  Applicant:  KROB- 
LIN  REFRIGERATED  XPRESS,  INC., 
Post  Office  Box  218,  Sumner,  Iowa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  Truman  A.  Stockton, 
Jr.,  The  1650  Grant  Street  Building, 
Denver  3,  Colo.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  foods  and  prepared  foods, 
and  essence  of  fruits  and  berries,  (1) 
from  points  in  New  York  on  and  west 
of  U.S.  Highway  11  to  points  in  Texas, 
Oklahoma,  Colorado,  Louisiana,  Mis¬ 
sissippi,  Arkansas,  Tennessee,  Kansas, 
Missouri,  Iowa,  Minnesota,  Wisconsin, 
North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  and  Ne¬ 
braska;  (2)  from  points  in  Texas  to 
points  in  Michigan,  New  York,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  and  Ohio. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 

applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Buffalo,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  31262  (Sub-No.  2),  filed 
November  25,  1964.  Applicant:  JAMES 
M.  BRUNO,  doing  business  as  KELLEY 
&  HAWES  EXPRESS,  786  Main  Street, 
Winchester,  Mass.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (except 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives),  between 
points  in  Massachusetts. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 

applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Boston, 
Mass. 

No.  MC  32601  (Sub-No.  1),  filed 
November  27,  1964.  Applicant:  BEL¬ 
MONT  VAN  &  STORAGE  COMPANY, 
a  corporation,  3407  East  Broadway,  Long 

Beach,  Calif.  Applicant’s  attorney:  G. 
Alfred  Roensch,  21st  Floor,  100  Bush 
Street,  San  Francisco,  Calif.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Used  household  goods,  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  17  M.C.C. 

467,  between  points  in  Los  Angeles  and 
Orange  Counties,  Calif.,  excepting  there¬ 
from  points  between  Los  Angeles  Harbor 
and  Long  Beach  Harbor,  Calif.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  city  and  county  of  Los  Angeles  with-  v 
in  25  miles  of  the  intersection  of  Ver¬ 
mont  Avenue,  and  Santa  Monica  Boule¬ 
vard,  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 

applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Los  Angeles, Calif. 

No.  MC  35484  (Sub-No.  56),  filed 
November  27,  1964.  Applicant:  VI¬ 
KING  FREIGHT  COMPANY,  a  corpo¬ 
ration,  614  South  6th  Street,  St.  Louis, 

Mo.,  63102.  Applicant’s  attorney:  G.  M. 
Rebman,  Suite  1230  Boatmen’s  Bank 
Building,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  63102.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 

routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  those  of  unusual  value. 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requir¬ 
ing  special  equipment) ,  serving  the  plant 
site  of  Chromcraft,  Inc.  located  at  Sena- 
tobia,  Miss.,  as  an  intermediate  or  off- 
route  point  in  connection  with  appli¬ 
cant’s  authorized  regular  routes,  be¬ 
tween  Memphis,  Tenn.  and  Meridian, 
Miss. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 

applicant/  requests  it  be  held  at  St.  Louis, Mo. 

No.  MC  41498  (Sub-No.  3),  filed 
November  27,  1964.  Applicant:  FRED 
KNOBLOCH,  Yaphank  Avenue,  Brook- 
haven,  N.Y.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Morton  E.  Kiel,  140  Cedar  Street,  New 
York  6,  N.Y.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in 

by  wholesale,  chain  and  retail  food  busi¬ 
ness  houses  and  in  connection  therewith, 
equipment,  materials  and  supplies  used 
in  the  conduct  of  such  business,  from 
Bayonne,  N.J.  to  points  in  Nassau  and 
Suffolk  Counties,  N.Y.,  and  returned 
shipments,  on  return,  restricted  to  serv¬ 
ice  under  contracts  with  Hunt-Wesson 
Sales  Co.  and  Best  Foods  Division  Corn 
Products  Sales  Co. 

Note:  Applicant  states  it  now  holds  au¬ 
thority  for  the  specified  commodities  from 

Bayonne,  N.J.  to  points  in  Nassau  and  Suf¬ 
folk  Counties,  N.Y.  in  Permit  No.  MC  41498, 

and  no  duplicating  authority  is  requested. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  New  York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  41849  (Sub-No.  21),  filed 
November  27,  1964.  Applicant  : 
KEIGHTLEY  BROS.  INC.,  1616  South 

39th  Street,  St.  Louis,  Mo.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Ernest  A.  Brooks  n,  1301-02 
Ambassador  Building,  St.  Louis,  Mo. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Acids  and  chemi¬ 
cals,  in  bulk,  and  dry  bulk  commodities , 
from  Tri  City  Regional  Port  Complex 
(north  of  Granite  City,  HI.) ,  to  points  in 
Arkansas,  Indiana,  Illinois,  Iowa,  Kansas, 
Kentucky,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  and  Ten¬ nessee. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 

applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  St.  Louis, 
Mo. 
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No.  MC  41849  (Sub-No.  22) ,  filed  De¬ 
cember  2,  1964.  Applicant:  KEIGHT- 
LEY  BROS.  INC..  1616  South  39th  Street. 

St.  Louis,  Mo.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Ernest  A.  Brooks  n.  1301-02  Ambassador 
Building,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  63101.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting :  Dry  fertilizer,  in 
bulk  between  points  in  Illinois  on  and 
south  of  UJS.  Highway  136,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Missouri. 

Note:  IT  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  St.  Louis, 
Mo. 

No.  MC  42261  (Sub-No.  87)  (AMEND¬ 
MENT),  filed  November  10,  1964,  pub¬ 
lished  Federal  Register  issue  November 
25, 1964,  and  republished  as  amended  this 
issue.  Applicant:  LANOER  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORP.,  Route  1  and  Foot  of  Dan- 
forth  Avenue,  Jersey  City,  N.J.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  S.  S.  Eisen,  140  Cedar 
Street,  New  York,  N.Y.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Dry  silica  gel  desic¬ 
cant,  in  bulk,  in  pneumatic  tank  vehicles, 
from  Paulsboro,  N.J.,  to  points  in  Illi¬ 
nois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kentucky,  Michi¬ 
gan,  Mississippi,  New  York,  Ohio,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  West  Virginia,  Colorado,  Kan¬ 
sas,  Louisiana,  New  Mexico,  Oklahoma, 
and  Texas. 

Note:  The  purpose  of  this  republlcatlon 
is  to  Include  the  states  of  Colorado,  Kansas, 
Lousiana,  New  Mexico,  Oklahoma,  and  Texas 
in  the  destination  territory.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  It  be 
held  at  New  York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  42963  (Sub-No.  26) ,  filed  De¬ 
cember  2,  1964.  Applicant:  DANIEL 
HAMM  DRAYAGE  COMPANY,  a  corpo¬ 
ration,  2d  and  Tyler  Streets,  St.  Louis, 

Mo.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Ernest  A. 
Brooks  n,  1301-02  Ambassador  Building, 
St.  Louis,  Mo.,  63101.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Dry  fertilizer,  in  bulk,  between 
points  in  Illinois  on  and  south  of  U.S. 
Highway  136,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Missouri. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  St.  Louis, 
Mo. 

No.  MC  52751  (Sub-No.  43),  filed  No¬ 
vember  30, 1964.  Applicant :  ACE  LINES, 
INC.,  4143  East  43d  Street,  Des  Moines, 

Iowa,  50317.  Applicant’s  representative : 
William  A.  Landau,  1307  East  Walnut, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa,  50316.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Iron  and  steel  articles, 
from  Rock  Falls  and  Sterling,  Ill.  to 
points  in  Iowa. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Des  Moines, 
Iowa. 

No.  MC  55697  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  No¬ 
vember  27,  1964.  Applicant:  FRANK 
CORDRAY  MOTOR  SERVICE,  INC., 
1520  North  Halsted  Street,  Chicago,  HI. 

Applicant’s  attorney:  Themis  N.  Anastos, 
Suite  614-616,  120  West  Madison  Street, 
Chicago,  HI.,  60602.  Authority  sought  to 

operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Articles  of  iron  and  steel,  from 
Burns  Harbor,  Porter  County,  Ind.  to 
points  in  the  Illinois  portion  of  the  Chi¬ 
cago,  HI.  commercial  zone  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  1  M.C.C.  673,  and  empty 
containers  or  other  such  incidental  fa¬ 
cilities  (not  specified)  used  in  transport¬ 
ing  the  commodities  described  above,  on 
return. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  56082  (Sub-No.  56) ,  filed  No¬ 
vember  25,  1964.  Applicant:  DAVIS  & 
RANDALL,  INC.,  Chautauqua  Road, 

Fredonia,  N.Y.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Kenneth  T.  Johnson,  Bank  of  Jamestown 
Building,  Jamestown,  N.Y.,  14701.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Malt  beverages,  and 
advertising  materials,  from  Chicago, 
HI.,  to  points  in  the  New  York,  N.Y. 
commercial  zone  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  and  empty  containers  or  other 
such  incidental  facilities  (not  specified) 
used  in  transporting  the  above  described 
commodities,  on  return. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Buffalo,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  59680  (Sub-No.  140)  (AMEND¬ 
MENT),  filed  October  29,  1964,  pub¬ 
lished  Federal  Register  issue  November 
18,  1964,  amended  and  republished 
this  issue.  Applicant:  STRICKLAND 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  Post 

Office  Box  5689,  Dallas,  Tex.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  W.  T.  Brunson,  419  Northwest 
Sixth  Street,  Oklahoma  City  3,  Okla. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  General  com¬ 
modities,  except  those  of  unusual  value, 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requir¬ 
ing  special  equipment,  (1)  between  Baton 
Rouge  and  New  Orleans,  La.,  and  serv¬ 
ing  the  .  following  off -route  industrial 
complexes  and  points;  the  industrial 
subdivision  or  complex  on  Louisiana 
Highway  73  between  Dutchtown  and 
Geismar,  La.,  including  plant  sites  of  the 
Borden  Co.,  Monachem  Corp.,  U.S.  Rub¬ 
ber  Co.  and  Rubicon  Chemical  Co.;  the 
subdivision  or  industrial  complex  of 
Geismar  Industries  on  Louisiana  High¬ 
way  30  approximately  one  mile  south  of 
Geismar,  La.,  including  the  plant  sites 
of  United  Chemical  Construction,  Inc., 
Chemical  Construction  Corp.  and  Mona¬ 
chem  Engineering  and  Construction;  the 
plant  sites  of  Goliad  Division  of  Mobil 
Oil  Co.,  Morton  Chemical  Co.,  a  division 
of  Morton  Salt  Co.,  Wyandotte  Chem¬ 
icals  Corp.,  Texaco,  Inc.,  Placid  Oil  Co., 
and  Skelly  Oil  Co.  new  Geismar,  La.;  the 
plant  sites  of  Ormet  Corp.  and  Ramsey 
Scarlett  &  Co.,  near  Burnside,  La.;  the 
plant  site  of  Helvetia  Sugar  Refining 
Co.  near  Romeville,  La.;  the  plant  sites 
of  Colonial  Sugar  Co.  and  Kaiser  Alumi¬ 
num  and  Chemical  Corp.  near  Gramercy, 
La.;  the  plant  sites  of  Frisco  Cone  Co. 
and  Godchaux  Sugar  Co.  near  Reserve, La. 

The  plant  site  of  E.  I.  du  Pont  de 
Nemours  Co.,  Inc.,  near  Laplace,  La.;  the 

plant  site  of  Crown  Zellerback  Paper 
Co.  near  Zee  (a  point  near  St.  Francis- 
ville) ,  La.;  the  plant  site  of  Dow  Chem¬ 
ical  Co.  near  Plaquemine,  La.;  the  plant 
site  of  Monsanto  Chemical  Co.  near 
Luling,  La.;  and  the  plant  site  of  Union 
Carbide  Co.  near  Taft,  La.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Philadelphia, 
Pa.,  Phillipsburg,  N.J.,  and  New  York 
City,  N.Y.,  as  follows:  From  New  Or¬ 
leans,  La.,  via  U.S.  Highway  11  to  its 
intersection  with  U.S.  Highway  190;  and 
from  Baton  Rouge,  La.,  via  U.S.  High¬ 
way  190  to  its  intersection  with  U.S. 
Highway  11;  thence  via  U.S.  Highway  11 
to  Harrisburg,  Pa.;  thence  via  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  76  to  Philadelphia,  Pa., 
also  via  the  parallel  interstate  highways 
now  constructed  proposed,  and  being 
constructed  as  Interstate  Highways  12, 
59,  75,  81,  and  76;  from  Harrisburg,  Pa., 
via  U.S.  Highway  22  to  Phillipsburg,  N.J., 
and  New  York  City,  N.Y.,  also  via  the 
parallel  interstate  highway  now  con¬ 
structed,  proposed  and  being  constructed 
as  Interstate  Highway  78  and  return  over 
the  same  route;  serving  no  intermediate 
points.  Applicant  proposes  to  use  the 
above  routes  to  transport  traffic  between 
its  presently  authorized  service  points  in 
Massachusetts,  Connecticut,  New  York, 

New  Jersey,  Louisiana,  Texas,  and  Okla¬ 
homa.  (2)  Between  Baton  Rouge  and 
New  Orleans,  La.,  and  serving  the  fol¬ 
lowing  off-route  industrial  complexes 
and  points;  the  industrial  subdivision  or 
complex  on  Louisiana  Highway  73  be¬ 
tween  Dutchtown  and  Geismar,  La.,  in¬ 
cluding  plant  sites  of  the  Borden  Co., 
Monachem  Corp.,  U.S.  Rubber  Co.  and 
Rubicon  Chemical  Co.;  the  subdivision 
or  industrial  complex  of  Geismar  Indus¬ 
tries  on  Louisiana  Highway  30  approxi¬ 
mately  one  mile  south  of  Geismar,  La., 

including  the  plant  sites  of  United  Chem¬ 
ical  Construction,  Inc.,  Chemical  Con¬ 
struction  Corp.  and  Monachem  Engineer¬ 
ing  and  Construction;  the  plant  sites 
of  Goliad  Division  of  Mobil  Oil  Co.,  Mor¬ 
ton  Chemical  Co.,  a  division  of  Morton 
Salt  Co.,  Wyandotte  Chemicals  Corp., 
Texaco,  Inc.,  Placid  Oil  Co.,  and  Skelly 
Oil  Co.  near  Geismar,  La.;  the  plant 
sites  of  Ormet  Corp.  and  Ramsey  Scarlett 
&  Co.  near  Burnside,  La.;  the  plant  site 
of  Helvetia  Sugar  Refining  Co.  near 
Romeville,  La.;  the  plant  sites  of  Colonial 
Sugar  Co.  and  Kaiser  Aluminum  and 
Chemical  Corp.  near  Gramercy,  La. 

The  plant  sites  of  Frisco  Cone  Co.  and 
Godchaux  Sugar  Co.  near  Reserve,  La., 
the  plant  site  of  E.  I.  du  Pont  de  Nemours 
Co.,  Inc.,  near  Laplace,  La.;  the  plant 
site  of  Crown  Zellerbach  Paper  Co.  near 
Zee  (a  point  near  St.  Francisville) ,  La.; 
the  plant  site  of  Dow  Chemical  Co.  near 

Plaquemine,  La.;  the  plant  site  of  Mon¬ 
santo  Chemical  Co.  near  Luling,  La.;  and 
the  plant  site  of  Union  Carbide  Co.  near 
Taft,  La.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  Cleveland,  Ohio,  and  Detroit, 
Mich.,  as  follows:  From  New  Orleans, 

La.,  via  U.S.  Highway  61  to  its  intersec¬ 
tion  with  U.S.  Highway  51,  thence  via 
U.S.  Highway  51  to  Memphis,  Tenn.,  and 

from  Baton  Rouge,  La.,  via  U.S.  High¬ 
way  61  to  Memphis,  Tenn.,  thence  via 
U.S.  Highway  70  to  Nashville,  Tenn., 

thence  via  U.S.  Highway  31W  to  Louis¬ 
ville,  Ky.,  thence  via  U.S.  Highway  42 
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to  Cleveland,  Ohio,  also  via  the  parallel 
interstate  highways  now  constructed, 

proposed,  or  being  constructed  as  Inter¬ 
state  Highways  12,  55,  40,  65,  and  71 
from  Louisville,  Ky.  via  U.S.  Highway 
42  to  Cincinnati,  Ohio  thence  via  UJ3. 
Highway  25  to  Detroit,  Mich.,  also  via 
the  parallel  interstate  highway  now  con¬ 
structed,  proposed,  or  being  constructed 
as  Interstate  Highway  75;  and  return 
over  the  same  routes  serving  no  inter¬ 
mediate  points.  (3)  Between  Baton 
Rouge  and  New  Orleans,  La.,  and  serv¬ 
ing  the  following  off-route  industrial 
complexes  and  points;  the  industrial  sub¬ 
division  or  complex  on  Louisiana  High¬ 
way  73  between  Dutchtown  and  Geismar, 
La.,  including  plant  sites  of  the  Borden 
Co.,  Monachem  Corp.,  U.S.  Rubber  Co. 
and  Rubicon  Chemical  Co.;  the  subdivi¬ 
sion  or  industrial  complex  of  Geismar 
Industries  on  Louisiana  Highway  30  ap¬ 
proximately  one  mile  south  of  Geismar, 
La.,  including  the  plant  sites  of  United 
Chemical  Construction,  Inc.,  Chemical 
Construction  Corp.  and  Monachem  En¬ 
gineering  and  Construction;  the  plant 
sites  of  Goliad  Division  of  Mobil  Oil  Co., 
Morton  Chemical  Co.,  a  division  of  Mor¬ 
ton  Salt  Co.,  Wyandotte  Chemicals  Corp., 
Texaco,  Inc.,  Placid  Oil  Co.,  and  Skelly 
Oil  Co.  near  Geismar,  La.;  the  plant  sites 
of  Ormet  Corp.  and  Ramsey  Scarlett  & 
Co.  near  Burnside,  La. 

The  plant  site  of  Helvetia  Sugar  Refin¬ 
ing  Co.  near  Romeville,  La.;  the  plant 
sites  of  Colonial  Sugar  Co.  and  Kaiser 
Aluminum  and  Chemical  Corp.  near 
Gramercy,  La.;  the  plant  sites  of  Frisco 
Cone  Co.  and  Godchaux  Sugar  Co.  near 
Reserve,  La.;  the  plant  site  of  E.  I.  du 
Pont  de  Nemours  Co.,  Inc.,  near  Laplace, 
La.;  the  plant  site  of  Crown  Zellerback 
Paper  Co.  near  Zee  (a  point  near  St. 
Francisville) ,  La. ;  the  plant  site  of  Dow 
Chemical  Co.  near  Plaquemine,  La.;  the 
plant  site  of  Monsanto  Chemical  Co.  near 
Luling,  La.;  and  the  plant  site  of  Union 
Carbide  Co.  near  Taft,  La.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Chicago,  Ill.,  as 
follows:  From  New  Orleans,  La.,  via  U.S. 
Highway  61  to  its  intersection  with  U.S. 
Highway  51,  thence  via  U.S.  Highway  51 
to  Memphis,  Tenn.;  from  Baton  Rouge, 
La.,  via  U.S.  Highway  61  to  Memphis, 
Tenn.,  and  from  Memphis,  Tenn.,  via 
U.S.  Highway  51  to  its  intersection  with 
U.S.  Highway  66,  thence  via  U.S.  High¬ 
way  66  to  Chicago,  Ill.,  also  via  the  paral¬ 
lel  interstate  highways  now  constructed, 
proposed,  or  being  constructed  as  Inter¬ 
state  Highways  12,  55,  and  57  and  return 
over  the  same  routes,  serving  no  inter¬ 
mediate  points.  Applicant  proposes  to 
use  the  above  routes  to  transport  traffic 
between  its  presently  authorized  service 
points  in  Louisiana,  Texas,  Illinois,  Indi¬ 
ana,  Wisconsin,  and  Michigan;  and  (4) 
between  Baton  Rouge,  and  New  Orleans, 
La.,  and  serving  the  following  off-route 
industrial  complexes  and  points;  the  in¬ 
dustrial  subdivision  or  complex  on 
Louisiana  Highway  73  between  Dutch- 
town  and  Geismar,  La.,  including  plant 
sites  of  the  Borden  Co.,  Monachem  Corp., 
U  S.  Rubber  Co.  and  Rubicon  Chemical 
Co.;  the  subdivision  or  industrial  complex 
of  Geismar  Industries  on  Louisiana  High¬ 
way  30  approximately  one  mile  south  of 
Geismar,  La.,  including  the  plant  sites 

of  United  Chemical  Construction,  Inc., 
Chemical  Construction  Corp.  and  Mona¬ 
chem  Engineering  and  Construction;  the 
plant  sites  of  Goliad  Division  of  Mobil 
Oil  Co.,  Morton  Chemical  Co.,  a  division 
of  Morton  Salt  Co.,  Wyandotte  Chemicals 
Corp.,  Texaco,  Inc.,  Placid  Oil  Co.,  and 
Skelly  Oil  Co.  near  Geismar,  La.,  the 
plant  sites  of  Ormet  Corp.  and  Ramsey 
Scarlett  &  Co.  near  Burnside,  La.;  the 
plant  site  of  Helvetia  Sugar  Refining  Co. 

near  Romeville,  La.  ' The  plant  sites  of  Colonial  Sugar  Co. 
and  Kaiser  Aluminum  and  Chemical 
Corp.  near  Gramercy,  La. ;  the  plant  sites 
of  Frisco  Cone  Co.  and  Godchaux  Sugar 
Co.  near  Reserve,  La.;  the  plant  site  of 
E.  I.  du  Pont  de  Nemours  Co.,  Inc.,  near 
Laplace,  La.;  the  plant  site  of  Crown 
Zellerbach  Paper  Co.  near  Zee  (a  point 
near  St.  Francisville) ,  La.;  the  plant  site 
of  Dow  Chemical  Co.  near  Plaquemine, 
La. ;  the  plant  site  of  Monsanto  Chemical 
Co.  near  Luling,  La. ;  and  the  plant  site  of 
Union  Carbide  Co.  near  Taft,  La.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Memphis, 
Tenn.,  and  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  as  follows; 
From  New  Orleans,  La.,  via  U.S.  High¬ 
way  61  to  its  intersection  with  U.S.  High¬ 
way  51,  thence  via  U.S.  Highway  51  to 
Memphis,  Tenn.,  and  from  Baton  Rouge, 
La.,  via  U.S.  Highway  61  to  Memphis, 
Tenn.,  and  from  Memphis,  Tenn.,  via 
U.S.  Highway  61  to  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  also 
via  the  parallel  interstate  highways  now 
constructed,  proposed  or  being  con¬ 
structed  as  Interstate  Highways  12  and 
55  and  return  over  the  same  routes,  serv¬ 
ing  no  intermediate  points.  Applicant 
proposes  to  use  the  above  routes  to  trans¬ 
port  traffic  between  its  presently  author¬ 
ized  service  points  in  Louisiana,  Texas, 
Arkansas,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Michigan, 
Wisconsin,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  Connecticut,  and 
Massachusetts. 

Note:  Common  control  may  be  involved. 

The  purpose  of  this  republication  is  to  show 
the  service  as  proposed  above,  in  lieu  of  that 
shown  in  previous  publication.  If  a  hearing 
is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be 
held  at  Baton  Rouge,  or  New  Orleans,  La. 

No.  MC  61403  (Sub-No.  115),  filed 
November  27,  1964.  Applicant:  THE 
MASON  AND  DIXON  TANK  LINES, 
INC.,  Eastman  Road,  Kingsport,  Tenn. 

Applicant’s  attorney:  W.  C.  Mitchell,  140 
Cedar  Street,  New  York  6,  N.Y.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Textile  softeners, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Peoria,  Ill. 
to  points  in  Georgia. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  64932  (Sub-No.  362)  filed  No¬ 
vember  27,  1964.  Applicant:  ROGERS 
CARTAGE  CO.,  a  corporation,  1439  West 

103d  Street,  Chicago  3,  Ill.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  David  Axelrod,  39  South  La 
Salle  Street,  Chicago  3,  Ill.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Chemicals,  in  bulk,  from 
South  Beloit,  Ill.,  to  points  in  New  Jersey, 
Wisconsin,  New  York,  Minnesota,  Michi¬ 
gan,  Iowa,  Kansas,  and  Oklahoma. 
Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 

applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  66660  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  No¬ 
vember  27, 1964.  Applicant:  SHERMAN 
CARTAGE  CO.,  a  corporation,  2950  West 

Taylor  Street,  Chicago,  HI.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Themis  N.  Anastos,  Suite  614- 
616,  120  West  Madison  Street,  Chicago, 
HI.,  60602.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Articles  of  iron  and  steel,  from  Burns 
Harbor,  Porter  County,  Ind.,  to  points  in 
the  Illinois  portion  of  the  Chicago,  Ill., 

commercial  zone,  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  1  M.C.C.  673,  and  empty  con¬ 
tainers  or  other  such  incidental  facilities 
(not  specified)  used  in  transporting  the 
above-specified  commodities,  on  return. 
Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 

applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  67245  (Sub-No.  3),  filed  No¬ 
vember  30,  1964.  Applicant:  L  &  R 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  296  Midland 

Avenue,  Saddle  Brook,  N.J.  Applicant’s representative:  George  A.  Olsen,  69 
Tonnele  Avenue,  Jersey  City,  N.J.,  07306. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Glass  containers 
not  exceeding  one  gallon  in  capacity, 
from  Orangeburg,  N.Y.,  to  Saddle  Brook, 
N.J. 

Note:  Applicant  states  that  the  proposed 
service  will  be  under  continuing  contract 
with  American  Home  Products  Corporation 
of  Saddle  Brook,  N.J.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Newark,  N.J.,  or  New  York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  67245  (Sub-No.  4),  filed  No¬ 
vember  30,  1964.  Applicant:  L  &  R 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  296  Midland 

Avenue,  Saddle  Brook,  N.J.  Applicant’s representative:  George  A.  Olsen,  69 
Tonnele  Avenue,  Jersey  City,  N.J.,  07306. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Foodstuffs,  other 
than  frozen,  from  Saddle  Brook,  N.J.,  to 

points  in  Westchester,  Nassau,  and  Suf¬ 
folk  Counties,  N.Y. 

Note:  Applicant  states  that  the  proposed 
service  will  be  under  continuing  contract 
with  American  Home  Products  Corp.  of 
Saddle  Brook,  N.J.  Applicant  also  states 
that  if  the  above  authority  is  granted  it  will 
request  revocation  of  its  authority  in  Docket 
No.  MC  67245  Sub  2.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Newark,  N.J.,  or  New  York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  68078  (Sub-No.  20) ,  filed  No¬ 
vember  18,  1964.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
MOTOR  EXPRESS,  INC.,  2909  South 
Hickory  Street,  Chattanooga,  Tenn.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  Blaine  Buchanan, 
1024  James  Building,  Chattanooga, 

Tenn.,  37402.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 

vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing  :  General  commodities  (except  those 

of  unusual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
commodities  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment),  moving  in  a  circuitous  manner, 
from  Athens,  Tenn.,  over  Tennessee 
Highway  30  to  Etowah,  Tenn.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  411  to  Englewood, 
Tenn.,  thence  over  Tennessee  Highway 
39  to  junction  Tennessee  Highway  30, 
and  thence  over  Tennessee  Highway  30 
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to  Athens,  serving  all  intermediate 

points.  <  1 
Note:  Applicant  states  said  extension  is 

to  be  tacked  to  and  unified  with  all  other  cer¬ 
tificates  of  applicant  in  MC  68078  and  Subs. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 

requests  it  be  held  at  Chattanooga  or  Knox¬ 
ville,  Tenn. 

.  No.  MC  69364  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  No- 
vember  27,  1964.  Applicant:  ENTER¬ 
PRISE  TRANSFER  CO.,  a  corporation, 
1419-57  West  Willow  Street,  Chicago, 
HI.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Themis  N. 
Anastos,  Suite  614-616,  120  West  Madi¬ 
son  Street,  Chicago,  Ill.,  60602.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Articles  of  iron 
and  steel,  from  Burns  Harbor,  Porter 
County,  Ind.,  to  points  in  the  Illinois 
portion  of  the  Chicago,  HI.,  commercial 
zone,  as  defined  by  the  Commission  in 
1  M.C.C.  673,  and  empty  containers  or 
other  such  incidental  facilities  (not 
specified)  used  in  transporting  the  com¬ 
modities  specified  above,  on  return. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  78118  (Sub-No.  13),  filed 
December  2,  1964.  Applicant:  W.  H. 
JOHNS,  INC.,  35  Witmer  Road,  Lan¬ 
caster,  Pa.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Christian  V.  Graf,  407  North  Front 
Street,  Harrisburg,  Pa.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting:  Prepared  foods  products, , 
and  materials,  equipment,  and  supplies 
used  in,  or  incidental  to,  the  preparation, 
packing  and  sale  thereof,  serving  the 
warehouse  site  of  the  Atlantic  and  Pa¬ 
cific  Tea  Co.,  Inc.,  in  Florence  Township, 
Burlington  County,  N.J.,  as  an  off-route 

point  in  connection  with  applicant’s 
authorized  regular-route  operations  be¬ 
tween  Salem,  N.J.,  and  Pittsburgh,  Pa. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Philadelphia, 
Pa. 

No.  MC  78643  (Sub-No.  53),  filed  No¬ 
vember  30,  1964.  Applicant:  HART 
MOTOR  EXPRESS,  INC.,  2417  North 
Cleveland,  St.  Paul  13,  Minn.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Donald  A.  Morken,  1000 
First  National  Bank  Building,  Min¬ 
neapolis,  Minn.,  55402.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value,  Classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  livestock,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  commodities 
requiring  special  equipment),  between 
Grand  Forks,  N.  Dak.,  and  Pembina,  N. 
Dak.;  (a)  from  Grand  Forks,  N.  Dak., 
over  U.S.  Highway  81  to  Pembina,  N. 
Dak.,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  no  intermediate  points,  and  (b) 
from  Grand  Forks,  N.  Dak.,  over  U.S. 
Highway  81  to  junction  North  Dakota 
Highway  44,  thence  over  North  Dakota 
Highway  44  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  29,  thence  over  Interstate  Highway 
29  to  Pembina,  N.  Dak.,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  serving  no  intermediate 
points. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Minneapolis, 
Minn. 

No.  MC  82072  (Sub-No.  4),  filed  De¬ 
cember  2,  1964.  Applicant:  EDWARD 
KELLER  AND  ROLAND  KELLER,  a 

partnership,  doing  business  as  C.  KEL¬ 
LER  &  SONS,  2811  Emaus  Avenue,  Allen¬ 
town,  Pa.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Charles  H.  Trayford,  220  East  42d  Street, 
New  York  17,  N.Y.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  New  furniture,  from  Pennsburg, 
East  Greenville  and  Allentown,  Pa.,  to 
points  in  New  York,  Massachusetts, 
Maryland,  West  Virginia,  Illinois,  Ver¬ 
mont,  North  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Mis¬ 
sissippi,  Kentucky,  New  Jersey,  New 
Hampshire,  Ohio,  Michigan,  Indiana, 
Georgia,  South  Carolina,  Maine,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  Minnesota,  Connecticut,  Delaware, 
Virginia,  Missouri,  Rhode  Island,  Texas, 
Florida,  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Wisconsin, 
and  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Note:  Applicant  states  the  purpose  of 
this  application  is  to  include  Allentown,  Pa., 

as  an  origin,  and  to  provide  for  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  new  furniture  without  the 
present  uncrated  restriction.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be 
held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  83539  (Sub-No.  128) ,  filed  No¬ 
vember  30,  1964.  Applicant:  C  &  H 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  1935 
West  Commerce  Street,  Post  Office  Box 

5976,  Dallas,  Tex.,  75222.  Applicant’s  at¬ torney:  W.  T.  Brunson,  419  Northwest 
6th  Street,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  W allboard,  from 
Diboll,  Tex.,  and  points  within  5  miles 
thereof,  to  points  in  Arkansas,  Louisiana, 
New  Mexico,  and  Oklahoma. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 

applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  or  Dallas,  Tex. 

No.  MC  83539  (Sub-No.  129) ,  filed  No¬ 
vember  30,  1964.  Applicant:  C  &  H 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  1935 
West  Commerce  Street,  Post  Office  Box 

5976,  Dallas,  Tex.,  75222.  Applicant’s  at¬ torney:  W.  T.  Brunson,  419  Northwest 
6th  Street,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Pipe  and  pipe  fit¬ 
tings,  cast  iron  meter  boxes,  manhole 
frames  and  manhole  covers  (except  those 
which  because  of  size  or  weight  require 
the  use  of  special  equipment,  and  except 
pipe  and  pipe  fittings  as  described  by  the 
Commission  in  74  M.C.C.  459,  543),  from 
the  plant  site  of  Western  Foundry  at  or 
near  Tyler,  Tex.,  to  points  in  Indiana, 
Massachusetts,  Michigan,  New  Jersey, 

New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  and  Ten¬ 
nessee. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 

applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  or  Dallas,  Tex. 

No.  MC  92983  (Sub-No.  455),  filed 
November  27,  1964.  Applicant:  ELDON 
MILLER,  INC.,  Post  Office  Drawer  617, 
Kansas  City,  Mo.,  64141.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Petroleum  and  petroleum 
products  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  from 
points  in  Kansas  to  points  in  Mich¬ 
igan,  Ohio,  and  Pennsylvania. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 

appUcant  requests  it  be  held  at  Kansas  City 

Mo. 

No.  MC  99117  (Sub-No.  2) ,  filed  No¬ 
vember  27, 1964.  Applicant:  T.  H.  RYAN 
CARTAGE  CO.,  a  corporation,  1433  West 
Harrison  Street,  Chicago,  Ill.  Appli¬ 

cant’s  attorney:  Themis  N.  Anastos, 
Suite  614-616,  120  West  Madison  Street, 
Chicago,  HI.,  60602.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Articles  of  iron  and  steel  from  Burns 
Harbor,  Porter  County,  Ind.,  to  points 
in  the  Hlinois  portion  of  the  Chicago, 
HI.,  commercial  zone  as  defined  by  the 
Commission  in  1  M.C.C.  673  and  empty 
containers  or  other  such  incidental  fa¬ 
cilities  used  in  transporting  the  above 
commodities  on  return. 
Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 

applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago m.  / 

No.  MC  103051  (Sub-No.  183)  (Amend¬ 
ment)  ,  filed  November  27, 1964,  published 
Federal  Register  issue  December  9, 1964, 
and  republished  as  amended  this  is¬ 
sue.  Applicant:  FLEET  TRANSPORT 
CO.,  INC.,  340  Armour  Drive  NE.,  At¬ 

lanta,  Ga.,  30324.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
R.  J.  Reynolds,  Jr.,  Suite  403-11  Healey 
Building,  Atlanta,  Ga.,  30303.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Vegetable  oils  and  animal 
fats,  and  blends  thereof,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  points  in  Mecklenburg 
County,  N.C.  to  points  in  West  Virginia. 

Note:  The  purpose  of  this  amendment  is 
to  show  broadened  scope  of  the  above  com¬ 
modities.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 

applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Atlanta, 

Ga. 
No.  MC  103378  (Sub-No.  309),  filed 

November  27, 1964.  Applicant:  PETRO¬ 
LEUM  CARRIER  CORP.,  369  Margaret 

.Street,  Jacksonville,  Fla.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Martin  Sack,  710  Atlantic 
National  Bank  Building,  Jacksonville  2, 
Fla.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
alum,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Fernandina  Beach,  Fla.,  to  points  in 
Georgia. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 

applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Jacksonville, 

Fla. 

No.  MC  105413  (Sub-No.  17),  filed  No¬ 
vember  27,  1964.  Applicant:  PETRO¬ 
LEUM  TRANSPORT  SERVICE,  INC., 

R.R.  1,  Council  Bluffs,  Iowa.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  C.  J.  Burrill,  904  City 
National  Bank  Building,  Omaha,  Nebr. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 

routes,  transporting:  Anhydrous  am¬ 
monia  and  fertilizer  solutions,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  and  dry  fertilizer,  in 
bulk  and  in  bags,  from  the  plant  site 
of  Cominco  Products,  Inc.,  located  at  or 
near  Hoag,  Nebr.,  to  points  in  Iowa, 

Kansas,  South  Dakota,  Minnesota,  Mis¬ souri,  and  Illinois. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Omaha,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  105461  (Sub-No.  61),  filed  De¬ 

cember  1,  1964.  Applicant:  HERR’S MOTOR  EXPRESS,  INC.,  Quarryville, 
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pa  Applicant’s  representative:  Ber¬ 
nard  N.  Gingerich,  Quarryville.  Pa., 

17566.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 

Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Boat 

pumps,  sheet  metal  building  materials. 
and  accessories,  fittings,  supplies  and 

tools  used  in  the  installation  thereof, 

from  the  site  of  Berger  Brothers  Com¬ 
pany  located  at  Lower  Southampton 
Township,  Bucks  County,  Pa.  to  points 

in  New  Jersey  (except  Atlantic,  Burling¬ 
ton  Cape  May,  Monmouth,  and  Ocean 

Counties),  New  York,  Connecticut, 

Rhode  Island,  Massachusetts,  Maine, 

New  Hampshire,  and  Vermont. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 

applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington, 
DC. 

No.  MC  105461  (Sub-No.  62) ,  filed  De¬ 

cember  1,  1964.  Applicant:  HERR’S MOTOR  EXPRESS,  INC.,  Quarryville, 

Pa.  Applicant’s  representative:  Ber¬ 
nard  N.  Gingerich,  Quarryville,  Pa., 

17566.'  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Such 
commodities  as  are  used  in  conducting 
or  operating  retail  gasoline  service  sta¬ 
tions,  from  Chester  and  Marcus  Hook, 
Pa.,  to  Baltimore,  Md.,  Akron,  Board- 
man,  and  Cleveland,  Ohio,  Providence, 
R.I.,  Richmond,  Va.,  Wheeling,  W.  Va., 
and  points  in  Connecticut,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  New  Jersey,  and  New  York. 

Note:  Applicant  states  that  the  above  de¬ 
scribed  commodities  will  be  limited  to  trans¬ 

portation  in  mixed  shipments  with  petro¬ 
leum  products  in  containers.  If  a  hearing 
is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be 
held  at  Washington,  D.O. 

No.  MC  105813  (Sub-No.  118),  filed 
November  30,  1964.  Applicant:  BEL- 
FORD  TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  1299 
Northwest  23d  Street,  Miami,  Fla.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  David  Axelrod,  39 
South  La  Salle  Street,  Chicago  3,  HI. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen  foods, 
frozen  citrus  products,  citrus  products 
not  canned  and  not  frozen,  and  canned 
citrus  products,  from  points  in  Florida 
to  points  in  Wisconsin. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 

applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  106373  (Sub-No.  28),  filed 
November  25,  1964.  Applicant:  THE 
SERVICE  TRANSPORT  CO.,  a  corpora¬ 
tion,  11910  Harvard  Avenue,  Cleveland, 
Ohio.  Applicant’s  attorneys:  James  R. 
Stiverson  and  Herbert  Baker,  50  West 
Broad  Street,  Columbus  15,  Ohio.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  articles  of  size  or  weight  that 
makes  handling  by  motor  vehicle  im¬ 
practical,  bank  bills,  coins,  currency, 
drafts,  notes,  or  other  valuable  papers, 
Precious  metals  or  articles  manufactured 
therefrom,  dangerous  explosives,  liquid 
hulk  commodities,  and  household  goods) , 
serving  the  site  of  the  plants  of  the 
General  Motors  Corp.  located  in  Lords- 
town  Township,  Trumbull  County,  Ohio, 
as  off-route  points  in  connection  with 
applicant’s  regular-route  authority. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 

applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C.,  or  Detroit,  Mich. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-No.  236),  filed 
November  30,  1964.  Applicant: 
HEARIN-MILLER  TRANSPORTERS, 
INC.,  Post  Office  Box  1123,  Highway  80 

West,  Jackson,  Miss.,  39205.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  E.  Stephen  Heisley,  Transpor¬ 
tation  Building,  Washington,  D.C.,  20006. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Commodities,  in 
bulk  (except  cement),  from  Decatur, 
Ala.,  and  points  within  15  miles  thereof, 
to  points  in  Tennessee  (except  paving  tar, 
and,  except  chemicals  to  Kingsport, 
Term.),  Georgia,  and  Alabama. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 

applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Birmingham, 
or  Montgomery,  Ala. 

No.  MC  107010  (Sub-No.  14) ,  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  19,  1964,  published  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  issue  November  4,  1964,  amended 

November  27,  1964,  and  republished  as 
amended  this  issue.  Applicant:  D  &  R 
BULK  CARRIERS,  INC.,  1020  J  Street, 

Auburn,  Nebr.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
R.  E.  Powell,  1005-06  Terminal  Building, 
Lincoln,  Nebr.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Anhydrous  ammonia  and  fertilizer 
solutions,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  and 
dry  fertilizer,  in  bulk  and  in  bags  (not 
restricted  as  to  kind  or  type  of  equip¬ 
ment),  from  the  plant  site  of  Cominco 
Products,  Inc.,  located  at  or  near  Hoag, 
Nebr.,  to  points  in  Hlinois,  Iowa,  Kansas, 
Minnesota,  Missouri,  and  South  Dakota, 
and  damaged  and  rejected  shipments  of 
the  commodities  specified,  on  return. 

Note:  The  purpose  of  this  republication  is 

to  (1)  add  dry  fertilizer,  in  bulk  and  in  bags, 
to  the  commodity  description,  (2)  include 
Illinois  as  a  destination  state,  and  (3)  reflect 

applicant’s  attorney.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Omaha,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  107403  (Sub-No.  590),  filed 
November  27,  1964.  Applicant:  MAT- 
LACK,  INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Avenue, 
Lansdowne,  Pa.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing  :  Chemicals,  dry,  in  bulk,  in  tank  and 
hopper  type  vehicles,  from  Cincinnati, 
Ohio,  to  points  in  Delaware,  Maryland, 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  North  Carolina, 
Pennsylvania,  South  Carolina,  Virginia, 
and  West  Virginia. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 

applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington, D.C. 

No.  MC  107417  (Sub-No.  2),  filed 
December  1,  1964.  Applicant:  JERSEY 
COAST  FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  830  Old 
Corlies  Avenue,  Neptune,  N.J.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Charles  J.  Williams, 
1060  Broad  Street,  Newark,  N.J.,  07102. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  and  except  dangerous  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  in  Practices 
of  Motor  Common  Carriers  of  Household 
Goods,  17  M.C.C.  467,  commodities  in 

bulk,  and  commodities  requiring  special 
equipment),  between  points  in  Atlantic 
and  Cumberland  Counties,  N.J. 

Note:  Applicant  states  that  it  intends  to 
tack  this  authority  with  the  authority  it 
holds  in  Certificate  No.  MC  107417  and  that 

which  its  affiliate,  Bilkays  Express  Co.,  holds 
in  Certificate  No.  MC  73616,  and  which  the 

latter  acquired  in  MC-P  8801,  all  of  which 
authorize  the  transportation  of  general  com¬ 
modities,  with  exceptions,  between  specified 
points  or  areas  in  New  Jersey  and  New  York. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  107417  (Sub-No.  3) ,  filed  De¬ 
cember  1,  1964.  Applicant:  JERSEY 
COAST  FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  830  Old 
Corlies  Avenue,  Neptune,  N.J.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Charles  J.  Williams, 
1060  Broad  Street,  Newark,  N.J.,  07102. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 

routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  those  of  unusual  value,  and 
except  dangerous  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  in  Practices  of  Motor 
Common  Carriers  of  Household  Goods, 
17  M.C.C.  467,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
commodities  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment),  between  points  in  Atlantic  and 
Salem  Counties,  N.J. 

Note:  Applicant  states  that  it  intends  to 
tack  this  authority  with  the  authority  it 
holds  in  Certificate  No.  MC  107417  and  that 

which  its  affiliate,  Bilkays  Express  Co.,  holds 
in  Certificate  No.  MC  73616,  and  which  the 

latter  acquired  in  MC-P  8801,  all  of  which 
authorize  the  transportation  of  general 

commodities,  with  exceptions,  between  spec¬ 
ified  points  or  areas  in  New  Jersey  and  New 
York.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 

applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washing¬ 

ton,  D.C. 

No.  MC  107417  (Sub-No.  4),  filed 
December  1,  1964.  Applicant:  JERSEY 
COAST  FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  830  Old 
Corlies  Avenue,  Neptune,  N.J.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Charles  J.  Williams, 
1060  Broad  Street,  Newark,  N.J.,  07102. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 

routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  those  of  unusual  value,  and 
except  dangerous  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  in  Practices  of  Motor 
Common  Carriers  of  Household  Goods, 
17  M.C.C.  467,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
commodities  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment),  between  points  in  Atlantic  and 
Cape  May  Counties,  N.J. 

Note:  Applicant  states  it  intends  to  tack 
this  authority  with  the  authority  it  holds 
in  Certificate  No.  MC  107417  and  that  which 
its  affiliate,  Bilkays  Express  Co.,  holds  in 
Certificate  No.  MC  73616,  and  which  the 

latter  acquired  in  MC-P  8801,  all  of  which 
authorize  the  transportation  of  general 
commodities,  with  exceptions,  between 
specified  points  or  areas  in  New  Jersey  and 
New  York.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 

applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 

No.  MC  109132  (Sub-No.  16),  filed  No¬ 
vember  27,  1964.  Applicant:  FREIGHT 
WAYS.  INC.,  1309  North  Mosley,  Wich¬ 
ita,  Kans.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Themis 
N.  Anastos,  Suite  614-616,  120  West 
Madison  Street,  Chicago,  Ill.,  60602. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 

routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  those  of  unusual  value. 



17872 NOTICES 

Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  livestock, 
household  goods  as  defined  in  Practices 
of  Motor  Common  Carriers  of  Household 
Goods,  17  M.C.C.  467,  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  those  injurious  or  contaminat¬ 
ing  to  other  lading) ,  serving  Burns  Har¬ 
bor,  Porter  County,  Ind.,  as  an  off-route 
point  in  connection  with  applicant’s 
authorized  regular-route  operations  to 
and  from  points  in  Oklahoma,  Illinois, 
Kansas,  and  Missouri. 

Noth:  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  109136  (Sub-No.  26)  (AMEND¬ 
MENT)  ,  filed  October  28, 1964,  published 
Federal  Register  issue  November  11, 

1964,  amended  December  9,  1964,  and 
republished  as  amended  this  issue.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  ORIOLE  CHEMICAL  CAR¬ 
RIERS,  INC.,  9722  Pulaski  Highway,  Bal¬ 
timore,  Md.,  21220.  Applicant’s  attor¬ 
ney:  Maxwell  A.  Howell,  1511  K  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  20005.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Liquid  caustic 
soda,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from: 
Diamond  Alkali  Company,  Delaware 
City,  Del.,  to  points  in  Pennsylvania 
on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  220; 
to  points  in  New  Jersey ;  to  points 
in  Delaware;  to  points  in  Maryland; 
to  points  in  New  York  on  and  east  of 
New  York  Highway  17  from  the  New 
York-Pennsylvania  State  line  to  and 
Including  Binghamton,  on  and  east 
or  south  of  New  York  Highway  7  from 
Binghamton  to  and  including  Troy,  on 
and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  4  from  Troy 
to  junction  of  U.S.  Highways  4  and  9, 
and  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  9  from 
said  junction  through  and  including 
Yonkers,  and  thence  south  to  the  New 
York,  N.Y.,  corporate  boundary;  to  points 
in  Virginia  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway 
220  from  the  Virginia-North  Carolina 
State  line  to  and  including  Roanoke,  and 
on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  11  from 
Roanoke  to  the  Virginia-West  Virginia 
State  line;  to  points  in  West  Virginia 
on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  11;  and  to 
the  District  of  Columbia;  and  (2)  lique¬ 
fied  chlorine  gas,  in  containers,  and  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from:  Diamond 
Alkali  Company,  Delaware  City,  Del.,  to 
points  in  Pennsylvania  on  and  east  of 
U.S.  Highway  11  to  Harrisburg  and 
points  on  and  south  of  U.S.  Highway  22; 
to  points  in  New  Jersey;  to  points  in 
Maryland;  to  points  in  Delaware;  to  the 
District  of  Columbia,  and  to  Occoquan, 
Va. 

Non:  Applicant  states  (a)  purpose  of  ap¬ 
plication  is  to  permit  applicant  to  perform 
operations  from  Its  new  terminal  in  Bay¬ 
onne,  NJf.,  which  was  previously  located  at 
New  York,  N.Y.,  and  (b)  proposed  authority 

to  be  tacked  to  and  combined  with  carrier’s 
existing  authority.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at 
New  York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  109818  (Sub-No.  15),  filed 
November  30,  1964.  Applicant:  WEN¬ 
GER  TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  Beaver,  Iowa. 

Applicant’s  representative:  William  A. 
Landau,  1307  East  Walnut,  Des  Moines, 
Iowa,  50316.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Iron  and  steel  articles,  from  the 
Bums  Harbor  plant  site  of  Bethlehem 
Steel  Co.  located  at  or  near  Baileytown, 
Ind.,  to  points  in  Nebraska  and  points 
in  Iowa  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  63. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  110420  (Sub-No.  398),  filed 
December  2, 1964.  Applicant:  QUALITY 
CARRIERS,  INC.,  Post  Office  Box  339, 
100  South  Calumet  Street,  Burlington, 

Wis.  Applicant’s  representative:  Fred 
H.  Figge,  Post  Office  Box  339,  Burlington, 
Wis.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Sugar, 
starch  and  products  of  com,  in  bulk,  in 

tank  or  hopper  type  vehicles,  from  Kan¬ 
sas  City,  Mo.,  to  points  in  Alabama, 
Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Kentucky, 
Maryland,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  North 
Carolina,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  South 
Carolina,  Tennessee,  Virginia,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  and  Wisconsin. 
Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 

applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  110525  (Sub-No.  691) ,  filed  De¬ 
cember  2,  1964.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  520  East 
Lancaster  Avenue,  Downingtown,  Pa. 

Applicant’s  attorneys:  Edwin  H.  van 
Deusen,  520  East  Lancaster  Avenue, 
Downingtown,  Pa.,  and  Leonard  A.  Jas- 
kiewicz,  1155  15th  Street,  NW.,  Madison 
Building,  Washington,  D.C.,  20005.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Cement,  in  bulk 
from  Creighton,  Pa.,  to  points  in  Monon¬ 
galia  County,  W.  Va. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 

applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 

Note:  The  purpose  of  this  republication  is 
to  add  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  in  item  (2). 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  109263  (Sub-No.  15),  filed 
November  25,  1964.  Applicant:  TRIO 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  92  East  19th 

Street,  Bayonne,  N.J.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  Edward  M.  Alfano,  2  West  45th 
Street,  New  York  36,  N.Y.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  New  furniture,  between 

carrier’s  terminal  facilities  in  Bayonne, 
N.J.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  New  Jersey. 

No.  MC  110698  (Sub-No.  291),  filed 
November  30,  1964.  Applicant:  RYDER 
TANK  LINE,  INC.,  Winston-Salem  Road, 
Post  Office  Box  8418,  Greensboro,  N.C. 

Applicant’s  attorney:  Reagan  Sayers, 
Century  Life  Building,  Fort  Worth,  Tex., 
76102.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Sulphuric 
acid  and  ammoniuni  phosphate  sulfate 
solution,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Plainview,  Tex.,  and  points  within  5 
miles  thereof,  to  points  in  Arizona,  Colo¬ 
rado,  Kansas,  New  Mexico,  and  Okla¬ 
homa. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Dallas,  Tex. 

No.  MC  110948  (Sub-No.  2),  filed  No¬ 
vember  30,  1964.  Applicant:  SOO- 
SECURITY  MOTORWAYS  LTD.,  725 
Portage  Avenue,  Winnipeg  2,  Manitoba, 

Canada.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Donald 
A.  Morken,  1000  First  National  Bank 
Building,  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  55402. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  those  of  unusual  value, 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment),  between  Pembina, 
N.  Dak.,  and  Grand  Forks,  N.  Dak.;  (a) 
from  Pembina,  N.  Dak.,  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  81  to  Grand  Forks,  N.  Dak.,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route,  serving  no  in¬ 
termediate  points,  and  (b)  from  Pem¬ 
bina,  N.  Dak.,  over  Interstate  Highway 
29  to  junction  North  Dakota  Highway  44, 
thence  over  North  Dakota  Highway  44  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  81,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  81  to  Grand  Forks,  N.  Dak., 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serving 
no  intermediate  points. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 

applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Minneapolis, Minn. 

No.  MC  110988  (Sub-No.  95)  (AMEND¬ 
MENT)  ,  filed  October  14, 1964,  published 
in  Federal  Register  issue  of  October  28, 
1964,  amended  November  2,  1964,  repub¬ 
lished  as  amended  November  11,  1964, 
and  further  amended  December  3,  1964, 
and  republished  as  further  amended  this 
issue.  Applicant:  KAMPO  TRANSIT, 
INC.,  200  West  Cecil  Street,  Neenah,  Wis. 

Applicant’s  attorneys:  E.  Stephen  Heis- 
ley.  Transportation  Building,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  20006,  and  Harry  C.  Ames,  Jr. 
(same  address) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Chemicals,  in  bulk  from  South  Beloit, 
Ill.,  to  points  in  Iowa,  Kansas,  Michigan, 
Minnesota,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Okla¬ 
homa,  and  Wisconsin. 

Note:  The  purpose  of  this  republication  is 
to  broaden  the  commodity  description.  If  a 

hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  re¬ 
quests  it  be  held  at  Madison,  Wis. 

No.  MC  112098  (Sub-No.  11),  filed  No¬ 
vember  25,  1964.  Applicant:  JACK 
FARNELL,  doing  business  as  LOS  AN¬ 
GELES  TURF  EXPRESS,  1611  Easterly 

Terrace,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  90026.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  R.  Y.  Schureman, 
1010  Wilshire  Boulevard,  Los  Angeles, 

Calif.,  90017.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 

Horses,  other  than  ordinary,  and  in  con¬ 
nection  therewith,  personal  effects  of 
attendants,  equipment,  supplies,  and 
mascots  used  in  the  care  and  exhibition 
of  such  animals  between  points  in  New Mexico  and  Texas. 

Note:  No  duplicating  authority  is  sought. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  El  Paso,  Tex. 

No.  MC  112520  (Sub-No.  114),  filed 

November  25,  1964.  Applicant:  MC¬ 
KENZIE  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  New  Quincy 

Road,  Tallahassee,  Fla.  Applicant’s  at¬ torney:  Sol  H.  Proctor,  1730  American 
Heritage  Life  Building,  Jacksonville,  Fla., 
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32202.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 

irregular  routes,  transporting:  Ammoni- 
oting  solutions,  anhydrous  ammonia  and 
aqua  ammonia,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  points  in  Decatur  County,  Oa.  to 

points  in  Alabama. 
Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 

applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Jacksonville, 
Fla. 

No.  MC  112750  (Sub-No.  207),  filed 
November  30,  1964.  Applicant:  AR¬ 
MORED  CARRIER  CORPORATION, 
222-17  Northern  Boulevard,  Bayside, 

N.Y.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Alan  Foss, 
First  National  Bank  Building,  Fargo, 
N.  Dak.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  CommerT 
dal  papers,  documents,  and  written  in¬ 
struments  including  originals  and  copies 
of  checks,  drafts,  notes,  money  orders, 
travelers’  checks  and  cancelled  bonds, 
and  accounting  papers  relating  thereto, 
including  originals  and  copies  of  cash 
letters,  letters  of  transmittal,  summary 
sheets,  adding  machine  tapes,  deposit 
records,  urithdrawal  slips,  and  debit  and 
credit  records  (except  coin,  currency, 
bullion,  and  negotiable  securities)  under 
continuing  contracts  with  banks  and 
banking  institutions  only,  namely,  na¬ 
tional  banks.  State  banks,  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  Banks,  savings  and  loan  associa¬ 
tions  and  savings  banks  (1)  between 
Fargo  and  Grand  Forks,  N.  Dak.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
North  Dakota  and  Minnesota  and  (2) 
between  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  North 
Dakota  and  Minnesota. 

Note:  Applicant  also  holds  temporary  au¬ 
thority  to  conduct  operations  as  a  common 
carrier  In  No.  MC  111729  (Sub-No.  9)  and 
subs  thereunder,  therefore  dual  operations 
may  be  Involved.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at 
Minneapolis,  Minn. 

No.  MC  112801  (Sub-No.  15) ,  filed  No¬ 
vember  30,  1964.  Applicant:  TRANS¬ 
PORT  SERVICE  CO.,  a  corporation.  Post 
Office  Box  272,  Cicero  Station,  5100  West 

41st,  Chicago  50,  Ill.  Applicant’s  attor¬ 
neys:  Leonard  A.  Jaskiewicz  and  J.  Wil¬ 
liam  Cain,  Madison  Building,  1155  15th 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  20005. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting :  Chemicals,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  or  hopper-type  vehicles,  from  Tri 
City  Regional  Port  Complex  located  in 
Madison  County,  Ill.,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii) . 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  does  not  specify  place  of  hearings 

No.  MC  113622  (Sub-No.  6),  filed  No¬ 
vember  27,  1964.  Applicant:  SAMPSON 
HAULING  CORP.,  Pavilion,  N.Y.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  Kenneth  T.  Johnson, Bank  of  Jamestown  Building,  James¬ 
town,  N.Y.,  14701.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes  transport¬ 
ing:  Sand  and  sand  products,  from  Erie, 

to  points  in  Chautauqua  County, 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Buffalo,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  113908  (Sub-No.  148)  (Amend¬ 
ment),  filed  September  28,  1964,  pub¬ 
lished  Federal  Register  issue  October  14, 
1964,  amended  and  republished  this  is¬ 
sue.  Applicant:  ERICKSON  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORPORATION,  Post  Office  Box 
3180,  706  West  Tampa,  Springfield,  Mo. 

Applicant’s  attorney :  Turner  White,  HI, 
805  Woodruff  Building,  Springfield,  Mo. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid  ani¬ 
mal  and  poultry  feed  supplements,  in 
bulk,  and  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Spring- 
field,  and  Verona,  Mo.,  to  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  Delaware,  Georgia,  Illinois,  Iowa, 
Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Maryland,  Kansas, 
Arkansas,  Virginia,  Michigan,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Tennessee, 
South  Carolina,  and  Indiana. 

Note:  The  purpose  of  this  republication  is 
to  include  Verona  Mo.,  as  an  additional  point 
In  the  origin  territory.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be 
held  at  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

No.  MC  114194  (Sub-No.  81),  filed  No¬ 
vember  30,  1964.  Applicant:  KREIDER 
TRUCK  SERVICE,  INC.,  8003  Collins¬ 
ville  Road,  East  St.  Louis,  Ill.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Chemicals,  dry,  in  bulk, 
from  Chicago,  UJ.  to  Cincinnati,  Ohio, 
St.  Louis  and  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  Detroit, 
Mich.,  and  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  and  rejected 
shipments  on  return. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  114194  (Sub-No.  82),  filed  De¬ 
cember  2,  1964.  Applicant:  KREIDER 
TRUCK  SERVICE,  INC.,  8003  Collins¬ 
ville  Road,  East  St.  Louis,  Ill.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Commodities,  m  bulk,  hav¬ 
ing  prior  movement  by  rail  and  rejected 
shipments,  between  points  in  Arkansas, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Michi¬ 
gan,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  Ok¬ 
lahoma,  Tennessee,  and  Wisconsin. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  114301  (Sub-No.  30),  filed  No¬ 
vember  30,  1964.  Applicant:  DELA¬ 
WARE  EXPRESS  CO.,  a  corporation, 
Post  Office  Box  141,  Elkton,  Md.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Dry  fertilizer  and 
fertilizer  materials,  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles,  from  Baltimore,  Md.,  to  points  in 
Delaware,  Maryland,  New  Jersey,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Virginia,  and  West  Virginia. 

Note:  Applicant  states  that  it  is  presently 

authorized  to  transport  the  above  commodi¬ 
ties  from  Baltimore,  Md.  to  points  in  Dela¬ 
ware  and  points  in  Chester,  Delaware,  Lan¬ 
caster,  and  Montgomery  Counties,  Pa.  If  a 

hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  re¬ 
quests  it  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  114725  (Sub-No.  18),  filed  No¬ 
vember  27,  1964.  Applicant:  WYNNE 
TRANSPORT  SERVICE,  INC.,  1528 
North  11th  Street,  Omaha,  Nebr.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  J.  Max  Harding,  Box 
2028,  Lincoln,  Nebr.,  68501.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes. 

transporting:  Anhydrous  ammonia  and 
fertilizer  solutions,  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles,  and  dry  fertilizer  in  bulk,  from 
the  plant  site  of  Cominco  Products,  Inc., 
located  at  or  near  Hoag,  Nebr.,  to  points 
in  Iowa,  Kansas,  South  Dakota,  Minne¬ 
sota,  Missouri,  and  Illinois,  and  damaged 
tand  rejected  shipments  of  the  above 
commodities,  on  return. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 

applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Omaha,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  114939  (Sub-No.  29),  filed  De¬ 
cember  1,  1964.  Applicant:  BULK  CAR¬ 
RIERS  LIMITED,  Box  10,  Cooksviile, 

Ontario,  Canada.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Walter  N.  Bieneman,  Suite  1700, 1  Wood¬ 
ward  Avenue,  Detroit,  Mich.,  48226.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 

routes,  transporting:  (1)  Liquid  chemi¬ 
cals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  restricted 
to  traffic  originating  in  or  destined  to 
points  in  Canada,  between  ports  of  entry 
on  the  International  Boundary  line  be¬ 
tween  the  United  States  and  Canada  lo¬ 
cated  on  the  Niagara  River,  on  the  one 

hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Ni¬ 
agara  and  Erie  Counties,  N.Y.,  (2)  ethyl¬ 
ene,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  restricted 
to  traffic  originating  in  Canada,  from 
ports  of  entry  on  the  International 
Boundary  line  between  the  United  States 
and  Canada  located  at  or  near  Port  Hu¬ 
ron  and  Detroit,  Mich.,  to  Charleston, 
W.  Va.,  and  (3)  anhydrous  hydrogen 
chloride,  in  tank  vehicles,  restricted  to 
traffic  originating  in  Canada,  from  the 
port  of  entry  on  the  International 
Boundary  line  between  the  United  States 
and  Canada  located  at  or  near  Port  Hu¬ 
ron,  Mich.,  to  Union  Beach,  N.J.,  and 
Baltimore,  Md. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 

applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Buffalo,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  115162  (Sub-No.  104),  filed 
November  27,  1964.  Applicant:  WAL¬ 
TER  POOLE,  doing  business  as  POOLE 
TRUCK  LINE,  Post  Office  Box  346,  Ev¬ 

ergreen,  Ala.  Applicant’s  representa¬ tive:  Robert  E.  Tate,  2031  Ninth  Avenue 
South,  Birmingham,  Ala.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Flour,  from  Mount  Ver¬ 
non,  Ind.,  to  points  in  Jackson  County, Miss. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 

applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Mobile,  Ala. 

No.  MC  115162  (Sub-No.  105) ,  filed  No¬ 
vember  27,  1964.  Applicant:  WALTER 
POOLE,  doing  business  as  POOLE 
TRUCK  LINE,  Post  Office  Box  346,  Ever¬ 

green,  Ala.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Robert  E.  Tate,  2031  Ninth  Avenue 
South,  Birmingham,  Ala.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Tractors,  regardless  of 
how  they  are  equipped  (except  tractors 
used  in  pulling  commercial  highway 
trailers  [equipped  with  5th  wheels]  and 
those  which  because  of  size  or  weight 
require  the  use  of  special  equipment), 

(2)  parts,  implements,  attachments,  ac¬ 
cessories,  and  supplies  for  commodities 
described  above  in  (1)  and  (3)  agricul¬ 
tural  machinery  and  implements,  other 
than  hand,  as  described  in  sections  1(b) 
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and  1(c)  of  appendix  XH  to  the  report 
in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  from  Waterloo, 
Dubuque,  and  Des  Moines,  Iowa;  Hori- 
con,  Wis.;  and  Moline,  Ill.  to  points  in 
Alabama  and  points  in  Georgia  on  and 
south  of  U.S.  Highway  280. 

Peru,  HI.,  to  points  In  Indiana,  Ohio, 
Michigan,  Wisconsin,  Minnesota,  Iowa, 
Missouri,  Kansas,  Arkansas,  Tennessee, 
Kentucky,  Pennsylvania,  and  Nebraska. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 

applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  St.  Louis, 
Mo.,  or  Chicago,  Ill. 

LONIAL  REFRIGERATED  TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION,  INC.,  Post  Office  Box  2169, 1215 
Bankhead  Highway  West,  Birmingham, 
Ala.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
fruits,  frozen  berries,  and  frozen  vege¬ 
tables,  when  moving  in  mixed  loads  with 
frozen  foods,  from  points  in  Tennessee 
west  of  that  portion  of  the  Tennessee 
River  extending  from  a  point  on  the 
Tennessee-Kentucky  State  line  (south  of 
Paducah,  Ky.),  to  a  point  on  the  Ten- 
nessee-Alabama  State  line  (north  of 
Florence,  Ala.),  to  points  in  Alabama, 
Arkansas,  Delaware,  Florida,  Georgia, 
Iowa,  Louisiana,  Maryland,  Mississippi, 
Missouri,  North  Carolina,  Oklahoma, 
South  Carolina,  Texas,  Virginia,  West 
Virginia,  those  points  in  both  Kansas  and 
Nebraska  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway 
81,  and  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Note:  Applicant  states  It  already  holds  au¬ 
thority  on  frozen  foods  (except  frozen  fruits, 
vegetables,  and  berries).  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be 
held  at  Nashville,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  116273  (Sub-No.  37) ,  filed  No¬ 
vember  30,  1964.  Applicant:  D  &  L 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  3800  South  Laramie 

Avenue,  Cicero,  HI.  Applicant’s  attor¬ ney:  David  Axelrod,  39  South  La  Salle 
Street,  Chicago,  HI.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Petroleum  and  petroleum  products 
and  chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  the  plant  site  of  American  Oil  Co., 
located  at  or  near  Whiting,  Ind.,  to  points 
in  Iowa. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 

applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  117119  (Sub-No.  180),  filed 
November  27,  1964.  Applicant:  WILLIS 
SHAW  FROZEN  EXPRESS,  INC.,  Elm 

Springs,  Ark.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
John  H.  Joyce,  26  North  College,  Fay¬ 
etteville,  Ark.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Food  products,  from  Springfield,  Mo.  to 
points  in  New  York,  New  Jersey,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Delaware,  Maryland,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  West  Virginia,  Virginia,  Rhode 
Island,  Connecticut,  and  the  District  of Columbia. 

Note:  Applicant  states  it  does  not  propose 
to  tack  the  requested  authority  to  presently 

held  authority.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  nec¬ 
essary,  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at Jefferson  City,  Mo. 

No.  MC  117344  (Sub-No.  141),  filed 
November  30,  1964.  Applicant:  THE 
MAXWELL  CO.,  10380  Evendale  Drive, 

Cincinnati  15,  Ohio.  Applicant’s  attor¬ 
ney:  James  R.  Stiverson,  50  West  Broad 
Street,  Columbus  15,  Ohio.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Dry  chemicals,  in  bulk, 
from  Cincinnati,  Ohio  to  points  in  Del¬ 
aware,  Maryland,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
North  Carolina,  Pennsylvania,  South 
Carolina,  Virginia,  and  West  Virginia. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 

applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Washing¬ ton,  D.C. 

No.  MC  118196  (Sub-No.  25),  filed 
November  27,  1964.  Applicant:  RAYE 

Note:  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 

applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Montogmery, 
Ala. 

No.  MC  115331  (Sub-No.  91),  filed  No¬ 
vember  27,  1964.  Applicant:  TRUCK 
TRANSPORT,  INCORPORATED,  707 
Market  Street,  St.  Louis,  Mo.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Chemicals,  in  bulk  and  in 
bags  from  El  Paso,  HI.,  and  points  within 
five  (5)  miles  thereof,  to  points  in  Hli- 
nois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kentucky,  Michi¬ 
gan,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  Nebraska, 
Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  West  Virginia,  and 
Wisconsin. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 

applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  St.  Louis, 
Mo.,  or  Chicago,  HI. 

No.  MC  115331  (Sub-No.  92) ,  filed  No¬ 
vember  27,  1964.  Applicant:  TRUCK 
TRANSPORT,  INCORPORATED,  707 
Market  Street,  St.  Louis,  Mo.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Fertilizer  and  fertilizer 
materials,  from  Perry,  Iowa,  and  points 
within  five  (5)  miles  thereof,  to  points  in 
Illinois  and  Wisconsin. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 

applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  St.  Louis, 
Mo.,  or  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  115331  (Sub-No.  93),  filed  No¬ 
vember  27,  1964.  Applicant:  TRUCK 
TRANSPORT,  INCORPORTED,  707 
Market  Street,  St.  Louis,  Mo.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Chemicals  and  fertilizers, 
from  Erie,  Ill.,  and  points  within  five  (5) 
miles  thereof,  to  points  in  Illinois,  In¬ 
diana,  Iowa,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Mis¬ 
souri,  and  Wisconsin. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 

applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  St.  Louis, 
Mo.,  or  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  115331  (Sub-No.  94),  filed  No¬ 
vember  27,  1964.  Applicant:  TRUCK 
TRANSPORT,  INCORPORATED,  707 
Market  Street,  St.  Louis,  Mo.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Anhydrous  ammonia  and 
nitrogen  fertilizer  solution,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  Peru,  HI.,  to  points  in 
Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Min¬ 
nesota,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  North  Da¬ 
kota,  Ohio,  South  Dakota,  and  Wisconsin. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  St.  Louis, 
Mo.,  or  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  115331  (Sub-No.  95),  filed  No¬ 
vember  27,  1964.  Applicant:  TRUCK 
TRANSPORT,  INCORPORATED,  707 
Market  Street,  St.  Louis,  Mo.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Chemicals  and  plastics 
(except  liquid  fertilizer  solutions),  In 
bulk,  in  tank  and  hopper  vehicles,  from 

No.  MC  115821  (Sub-No.  5),  filed  No¬ 
vember  27,  1964.  Applicant:  FTtANK 
BEELMAN,  JR.,  St.  Libory,  Ill.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Ernest  A.  Brooks  n, 
1301-02  Ambassador  Building,  St.  Louis, 
Mo.,  63101.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Commodities,  in  bulk,  having  prior  move¬ 
ment  by  water  or  rail,  between  points  in 
Arkansas,  Hlinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas, 
Michigan,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  Nebras¬ 
ka,  Oklahoma,  Tennessee,  and  Wisconsin. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 

applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  St.  Louis, Mo. 

No.  MC  115821  (Sub-No.  6),  filed  De¬ 
cember  2,  1964.  Applicant:  FRANK 
BEELMAN,  JR.,  St.  Libory,  Ill.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Ernest  A.  Brooks  n, 
1301-02  Ambassador  Building,  St.  Louis, 
Mo.,  63101.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Dry  fertilizer,  in  bulk,  between  points  in 
Illinois  on  and  south  of  U.S.  Highway 
136,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Missouri. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 

applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  St.  Louis, 
Mo. 

No.  MC  115826  (Sub-No-  32) ,  filed 
December  2,  1964.  Applicant:  W.  J. 
DIGBY,  INC.,  1960  31st  Street,  Denver, 

Colo.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Michael  T. 
Corcoran,  1360  Locust  Street,  Denver, 
Colo.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Meat, 
meat  products,  meat  byproducts,  dairy 
products,  and  articles  distributed  by  meat 
packinghouses,  as  defined  in  sections  A, 
B,  and  C  of  appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209  (272)  and  766  (ex¬ 
cept  commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles)  ,  from  Mason  City,  Iowa,  to  points 
in  Virginia,  North  Carolina,  and  South 
Carolina. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 

applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Des  Moines, 
Iowa,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  115831  (Sub-No.  6),  filed 
November  27,  1964.  Applicant:  TIDE¬ 
WATER  TRANSIT  CO.,  INC.,  114  North 

Queen  Street,  Kinston,  N.C.  Applicant’s 
attorney :  J.  Ruffin  Bailey,  3d  Floor,  First 
Federal  Building,  Post  Office  Box  2246, 
Raleigh,  N.C.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Wet  and  dry  phosphate  rock  in  bulk  in 
covered  dump,  tank,  or  hopper-type  ve¬ 
hicles  from  the  Texas  Gulf  Sulfur  Com¬ 

pany’s  plant  site  in  Beaufort  County, 
N.C.,  and  points  within  5  miles  thereof, 
to  points  in  Virginia  and  South  Carolina. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 

applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Raleigh,  N.C. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  216),  filed 
November  27,  1964.  Applicant:  CO- 
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it  COMPANY  TRANSPORTS,  INC.,  Post 
Office  Box  613,  Highway  71  North,  Car¬ 
thage,  Mo.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Frozen  fruits,  frozen  berries,  frozen  vege¬ 
tables,  frozen  potato  products  and  po¬ 
tato  products  other  than  frozen,  moving 
in  straight  or  mixed  shipments,  from 
points  in  Idaho  to  points  in  Nebraska, 
Iowa,  Kansas,  Missouri,  Texas,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Arkansas,  Louisiana,  South  Da¬ 
kota,  Mississippi,  Tennessee,  North 
Dakota,  Minnesota,  and  Wisconsin. 
Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 

applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Boise,  Idaho. 

No.  MC  118400  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  No¬ 
vember  30,  1964.  Applicant:  WANDO 
PRODUCE  CO.,  a  corporation,  60  Rom¬ 

ney  Street,  Charleston,  S.C.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Robert  E.  Tate,  2031 
Ninth  Avenue  South,  Birmingham,  Ala. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Bananas,  and  ba¬ 
nanas  in  mixed  shipments  with  pine¬ 
apples  and  coconuts,  from  Charleston, 
S  C.  to  points  in  South  Carolina  (except 
Columbia) ,  North  Carolina  (except 
Raleigh),  Virginia  (except  Richmond), 
and  Atlanta,  Ga. 

Note:  Applicant  states  it  proposes  to  ship 

exempt  commodities,  on  return.  If  a  hear¬ 
ing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests 
it  be  held  at  Columbia,  S.C. 

No.  MC  119767  (Sub-No.  42) ,  filed  De¬ 
cember  2,  1964.  Applicant:  BEAVER 
TRANSPORT  CO.,  a  corporation,  100 
South  Calumet  Street,  Post  Office  Box 

339,  Burlington,  Wis.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Fred  H.  Figge,  Post  Office 
Box  339,  Burlington,  Wis.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Metal  cans  and  metal  can 
ends,  from  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  to  points 
in  Minnesota. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago, 
Ill. 

No.  MC  119778  (Sub-No.  79) ,  filed  No¬ 
vember  18,  1964.  Applicant:  REDWING 
CARRIERS,  INC.,  Post  Office  Box  34, 
Powderly  Station,  Birmingham,  Ala. 

Applicant’s  attorney:  J.  Douglas  Harris, 
410-411  Bell  Building,  Montgomery,  Ala. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Fertilizers, 
in  bulk,  from  points  in  Georgia  to  points 
in  Alabama. 

and  refused  or  rejected  shipments,  on  re¬ 
turn. 

Note:  Applicant  states  that  it  proposes  to 
transport  exempt  commodities  on  return 

trips.  Applicant  states  that  the  above  trans¬ 
portation  is  to  be  limited  to  a  service  to 
be  performed  under  continuing  contracts 
with  A.  DeWeese  Lumber  Co.,  Inc.,  and 

Molphus  Lumber  Co.,  both  of  Philadelphia, 
Miss.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  ap¬ 
plicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Jackson,  Miss. 

No.  MC  124160  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  No¬ 
vember  25,  1964.  Applicant:  CLYDE 
REAVELEY,  doing  business  as  REAVE - 
LEY  TRUCKING  CO.,  1330  Beck  Street, 

Salt  Lake  City,  Utah.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  Lon  Rodney  Kump,  716  New- 
house  Building,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah, 
84111.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Pre¬ 
stressed  concrete,  sand,  gravel,  and  dia- 
tomaceous  earth,  between  points  in  Utah, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Colorado,  Arizona,  Nevada, 
Idaho,  and  Wyoming. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Salt  Lake 

City,  Utah. 

No.  MC  124211  (Sub-No.  22),  filed  No¬ 
vember  27,  1964.  Applicant:  HILT 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  1813  Yolande,  Post 
Office  Box  824,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  J.  Max  Harding,  Post  Office  Box 
2028,  Lincoln,  Nebr.,  68501.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Nails,  wire,  and  metal 
posts,  from  Peoria,  Ill.,  to  Lincoln,  Nebr., 
and  rejected  shipments,  on  return. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Omaha, 
Nebr. 

No.  MC  124669  (Sub-No.  9) ,  filed  No¬ 
vember  27,  1964.  Applicant:  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  OF  SOUTH  DAKOTA,  1012 
West  41st  Street,  Post  Office  Box  502, 

Sioux  Falls,  S.  Dak.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney  :  Ronald  B.  Pitsenbarger,  Post  Of¬ 
fice  Box  396,  Moorhead,  Minn.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Anhydrous  am¬ 
monia,  and  fertilizer  solutions,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  and  dry  fertilizer,  in 
bulk  and  in  bags,  from  the  plantsite  of 
Cominco  Products,  Inc.,  located  at  or 
near  Hoag,  Nebr.,  to  points  in  Iowa, 
Kansas,  South  Dakota,  North  Dakota, 
Minnesota,  Missouri,  and  Illinois  and 
damaged  and  rejected  shipments  of  the 
commodities  specified  above,  on  return. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Montgomery,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Omaha, Ala-  „  Nebr. 

No.  MC  123905  (Sub-No.  2) ,  filed  No¬ 
vember  27, 1964.  Applicant:  OLEN  BUR- 
RAGE,  Route  9,  Box  22A,  Philadelphia, 
Miss.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Donald  B. 
Morrison,  Post  Office  Box  961,  Jackson, 
Miss.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Rough 
and  dressed  lumber,  plywood,  dimension 
stock,  and  preservative ly  treated  lumber, 
Poies,  and  timbers,  from  Philadelphia, 
Miss.,  to  points  in  Georgia,  Iowa,  Mich¬ 
igan,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  North  Caro- 
lna,  Pennsylvania,  and  South  Carolina, 

No.  MC  125129  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  No¬ 
vember  23,  1964.  Applicant:  R.  B. 
GREENE  TRANSPORTATION,  INC., 
Maple  Street,  Danielson,  Conn.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Glassware  (bottles, 
demijohns,  and  jars) ,  from  the  plantsite 
of  Knox  Glass,  Inc.,  located  at  Dayville 
(Killingly),  Conn.,  to  Cranston,  R.I., 
and  Willimansett,  Mass.,  and  empty 
containers  or  other  such  incidental  fa¬ 
cilities  (not  specified)  used  in  transport¬ 
ing  the  commodities  specified,  and 

empty  pallets  and  refused,  damaged,  and 
rejected  shipments,  on  return. 

Note:  Applicant  states  the  proposed  serv¬ 
ice  will  be  performed  under  a  continuing 
contract,  or  contracts  with  Feldman  Glass 
Co.,  of  New  Haven,  Conn.  If  a  hearing  is 

deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be 
held  at  Hartford,  Conn. 

No.  MC  125417  (Sub-No.  3),  filed 
December  2,  1964.  Applicant:  BULK 
FREIGHTWAYS,  a  corporation,  8332 

Wilcox  Avenue,  South  Gate,  Calif.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  Wyman  C.  Knapp, 
740  Roosevelt  Building,  727  West 
Seventh  Street,  Los  Angeles  17,  Calif. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Lime,  in 
bulk,  in  pneumatic  hopper  equipment, 
from  (a)  Sloan,  Nev.,  a  point  located  ap¬ 
proximately  fifteen  (15)  miles  south  of 
Las  Vegas,  Nev.,  on  or  closely  adjacent 
to  U.S.  Highway  91,  (b)  Henderson,  Nev., 
and  (c)  Apex  (Arrolime) ,  Nev.,  to  points 
in  that  portion  of  California  located 
south  of  the  northerly  boundaries  of  San 
Luis  Obispo,  Kern,  and  San  Bernardino 
Counties,  Calif. 

Note:  Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 

requests  it  be  held  at  Los  Angeles  or  San 
Francisco,  Calif. 

No.  MC  125722  (Sub-No.  9) ,  filed  No¬ 
vember  25,  1964.  Applicant:  GREAT 
WESTERN  PACKERS  EXPRESS,  INC., 

Post  Office  Box  16886,  Denver,  Colo.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  Charles  W.  Singer,  33 
North  La  Salle  Street,  Chicago,  Ill.,  60602. 

Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Meats, 
packinghouse  products,  and  commodities 
used  by  packinghouses  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  from  Lexington,  Nebr.,  to 
points  in  Arizona,  California,  Oregon, 
and  Washington. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 

applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Denver,  Colo. 

No.  MC  126450  (Sub-No.  2) ,  filed  No¬ 
vember  27, 1964.  Applicant:  W.  C.  WIN¬ 
TER,  INC.,  833  Warner  Street  SW.,  At¬ 
lanta  10,  Ga.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  jmotor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Scrap  metal,  in  bales,  barrels,  and 
in  bulk  and  in  ingot  form  for  further 

processing,  and  animal  hides  and  cas¬ 
ings,  not  further  processed  than  salted 
or  preserved,  between  points  in  Georgia, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Alabama,  Kentucky,  Ohio,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  North  Carolina,  South  Carolina, 
Pennsylvania,  Missouri,  Indiana,  Illinois, 
Virginia,  Michigan,  Connecticut,  Massa- 
chsetts,  New  York,  New  Jersey,  Mary-, 
land,  Wisconsin,  and  Texas. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Atlanta,  Ga. 

No.  MC  126470  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  No¬ 
vember  27,  1964.  Applicant:  WAYNE 
W.  LANGE,  doing  business  as  ABC 
TRUCK  LINES,  Pipestone,  Minn.,  56164. 

Applicant’s  attorney:  Val  M.  Higgins, 
1000  First  National  Bank  Building,  Min¬ 
neapolis,  Minn.,  55402.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Bakery  products, 
from  Pipestone,  Minn.,  to  points  in 
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South  Dakota,  Iowa,  Nebraska,  and 
Minnesota,  and  (2)  flour  from  points  in 
South  Dakota  to  Pipestone,  Minn. 

Non:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Minneapolis, 
Minn. 

No.*  MC  126718,  filed  November 
2,  1964.  Applicant:  IRONWOOD  MO¬ 
BILE  HOMES,  INC.,  Route  11,  Box  749, 
Highway  78  East,  Irondale,  Ala.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Mobile  homes,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Alabama,  Georgia, 
Florida,  and  Mississippi. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Birmingham, 
Ala. 

No.  MC  126731  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  No¬ 
vember  25,  1964.  Applicant:  WILLIAM 
V.  LOCKWOOD,  doing  business  as 
LOCKWOOD  S  BOAT  WORKS,  High¬ 
way  35,  Morgan,  South  Amboy,  N.J.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  LeRoy  Danziger,  334 
King  Road,  North  Brunswick,  N.J.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Boats,  between 
points  in  New  Jersey,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Connecticut, 
Delaware,  Maryland,  Massachusetts, 
New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Newark,  N.J. 

No.  MC  126740  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  No¬ 
vember  27,  1964.  Applicant:  JORAY, 
TRUCKING  CORP.,  2375  Woodbridge 

Avenue,  Edison,  N.J.’  Applicant’s  attor¬ ney:  LeRoy  Danziger,  334  King  Road, 
North  Brunswick,  N.J.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Stone,  dirt,  bank  run  gravel,  and 
wash  gravel,  from  points  in  Chester  and 
Delaware  Counties  and  other  points  in 
Pennsylvania  on  and  east  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  309  to  points  in  New  Jersey. 

Note:  Applicant  is  also  authorized  to 
conduct  operations  as  a  contract  carrier  in 
Permit  No.  MC  125383  and  Sub  thereunder, 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  126759,  filed  November  27, 
1964.  Applicant:  BRODERICK  TEAM¬ 
ING  COMPANY,  a  corporation,  3226 
South  Shields  Avenue,  Chicago,  Ill.  Ap¬ 

plicant’s  attorney:  Themis  N.  Anastos, 
Suite  614-616,  120  West  Madison  Street, 
Chicago,  Ill.,  60602.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport- 

•  ing:  Articles  of  iron  and  steel,  from 
Bums  Harbor,  Porter  County,  Ind.,  to 
points  in  the  Illinois  portion  of  the  Chi¬ 
cago,  Ill.,  Commercial  Zone,  as  defined 
by  the  Commission  in  1  M.C.C.  673,  and 
empty  containers  or  other  such  inciden¬ 
tal  facilities  (not  specified)  used  in 
transporting  the  commodities  specified, 
on  return. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 

applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  126763,  filed  November  27, 
1964.  Applicant:  JOSEPH  J.  LA- 

SCHOBER,  doing  business  as  LA- 
SCHOBER  &  SONS  CARTAGE  CO.,  6700 
South  LeClaire  Avenue,  Chicago,  Ill. 

Applicant’s  attorney:  Themis  N.  Anastos, 
Suite  614-616,  120  West  Madison  Street, 
Chicago,  Ill.,  60602.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing  :  Articles  of  iron  and  steel  from  Burns 
Harbor,  Porter  County,  Ind.  to  points  in 
the  Illinois  portion  of  the  Chicago,  Ill. 
Commercial  Zone  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  1  M.C.C.  673  and  empty  con¬ 
tainers  or  other  such  incidental  facili¬ 
ties  used  in  transporting  the  above  com¬ 
modities  on  return. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  126764,  filed  November  27, 1964. 
Applicant:  MOHAWK  CARTAGE  COM¬ 
PANY,  INC.,  901  West  Willow  Street, 

Chicago,  Ill.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Themis  N.  Anastos,  Suite  614-616,  120 
West  Madison  Street,  Chicago,  Ill.,  60602. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Articles  of  iron  and 
steel,  from  Burns  Harbor,  Porter  County, 
Ind.  to  points  in  the  Illinois  portion  of 
the  Chicago,  Ill.  Commercial  Zone  as 
defined  by  the  Commission  in  1  M.C.C. 
673,  and  empty  containers  or  other  such 
incidental  facilities  (not  specified)  used 
in  transporting  the  above  described  com¬ 
modities,  on  return. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  126766,  filed  December  1,  1964. 
Applicant:  ABSCO,  INC.,  Greenfield, 

Ohio.  Applicant’s  attorney:  John  P. 
McMahon,  44  East  Broad  Street,  Colum¬ 
bus,  Ohio,  43215.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Meat,  meat  products,  and  meat 
byproducts  as  described  in  Appendix  I  of 
61  M.C.C.  209  (except  commodities  in 
bulk  in  tank  vehicles) ,  from  Greenfield, 
Ohio,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Connecticut, 
Delaware,  Florida,  Georgia,  Illinois,  Indi¬ 
ana,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Maryland, 
Massachusetts,  Mississippi,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  North  Carolina,  Ohio,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Rhode  Island,  South  Carolina, 
Tennessee,  Texas,  Virginia,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  and  the  District  of  Columbia,  and 
(2)  equipment,  materials,  and  supplies 
(except  commodities  in  bulk  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles)  used  in  the  slaughtering,  prepa¬ 
ration,  packaging,  and  sale  of  meat,  meat 
products  and  meat  byproducts,  from  the 
above  destination  states  to  Greenfield, 
Ohio. 

Note:  Applicant  states  it  now  holds  con¬ 
tract  carrier  authority  in  No.  MC  125647 
which  authorizes  part  of  the  transportation 
service  sought  In  this  application,  and  ac¬ 
cordingly  dual  operations  may  be  involved. 
Applicant  further  states  It  will  surrender 
same  In  the  event  a  certificate  or  permit  Is¬ 
sued  to  it  as  a  result  of  this  application 
duplicates  the  permit  authority  applicant 
now  holds.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Columbus, 
Ohio. 

No.  MC  126767  EX,  filed  November  20, 
vl964.  Applicant:  KNICKERBOCKER 
WAREHOUSING  CORPORATION,  99 
Lafayette  Drive,  Syosset,  N.Y.  Appli¬ 

cant’s  attorney:  Milton  B.  Seasonwein, 
1290  Avenue  of  the  Americas,  New  York 
19,  N.Y.  A  certificate  of  exemption 
sought  under  section  204(a)  (4a) ,  Part  II, 
in  the  conduct  of  operations  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Alcoholic  beverages 
(other  than  malt  beverages) ,  wholly 
within  the  State  of  New  York,  (1)  from 
the  piers  or  railroad  terminals  within 
the  City  of  New  York  to  its  warehouse 
premises  at  Syosset,  N.Y.  Said  mer¬ 
chandise  would  be  consigned  to  Knicker¬ 
bocker  Liquors  Corporation  or  Affiliated 
Distillers  Brands  Corp.  on  through  bills 
of  lading  on  shipment  originating  in 
countries  foreign  to  the  United  States  of 
America,  Scotland,  France,  Portugal, 
Spain,  the  Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico 
or  in  possessions  of  the  United  States, 
and  (2)  from  the  warehouse  premises  of 
applicant  to  piers  in  the  City  of  New 
York  for  export  from  the  United  States 
of  America,  or  for  use  by  steamship 
companies  as  ship  stores,  as  well  as  to  the 
terminal  facilities  of  international  air¬ 
lines  at  John  F.  Kennedy  Airport  for  use 

as  ship  stores. 
Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 

applicant  doss  not  specify  place  of  hearing. 

No.  MC  126769,  filed  December  2,  1964. 

Applicant:  STASZUK’S  ABLE  VAN 
LINES,  a  corporation,  238  Mill  Street, 
Lansing,  Mich.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 

vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing  :  Household  goods,  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  restricted  to  shipments 
having  a  prior  or  subsequent  movement 
beyond  the  destination  counties,  and 
further  restricted  to  pickup,  delivery, 
and  warehousing  service  incidental  to 
and  in  connection  with  packing,  crating, 

and  containerization  or  unpacking,  un¬ 
crating  and  decontainerization  of  such 
shipments,  and  empty  containers  and 
equipment  that  is  used  in  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  household  goods  such  as  hand 
trucks,  pads  and  cartons,  between  points 
in  Barry,  Branch,  Calhoun,  Clinton, 
Eaton,  Gratiot,  Hillsdale,  Ingham,  Ionia, 
Jackson,  Kalamazoo,  Kent,  Lenawee, 

Livingston,  Montcalm,  St.  Joseph,  Shia¬ 
wassee,  and  Washtenaw  Counties,  Mich. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Lansing, 

Mich. 
Motor  Carriers  of  Passengers 

No.  MC  13028  (Sub-No.  8),  filed  No¬ 
vember  30,  1964.  Applicant:  THE 
SHORT  LINE,  INC.,  400  Fountain  Street, 

Providence,  R.I.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Frank  Daniels,  11  Beacon  Street,  Boston, 
Mass.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 

regular  routes,  transporting:  Passengers 
and  their  baggage,  express,  mail  and 
newspapers  in  the  same  vehicle  with 

passengers,  and  baggage  of  passengers  in 
a  separate  vehicle,  between  Wyoming, 
RX,  and  New  London,  Conn.;  from 

Wyoming,  RX  (junction  Rhode  Island 
Highway  138  and  Interstate  Highway  95 
at  Wyoming),  over  Interstate  Highway 

95  to  New  London,  Conn.,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  serving  no  intermediate 
points. 

Note:  Applicant  states  that  it  proposes  to 
tack  the  above  authority  to  its  existing 



FEDERAL  REGISTER 17877 
Wednesday,  December  16,  1964 

authority.  Common  oontrol  may  be  involved. 
U  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Providence,  RJ. 

(No.  MC  94742  (Sub-No.  25) ,  filed  No¬ 
vember  9,  1964.  Applicant:  MICHAUD 
BUS  LINES,  INC.,  250  Jefferson  Avenue, 

Salem,  Mass.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
prank  Daniels,  11  Beacon  Street,  Boston, 
Mass.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 

regular  routes,  transporting:  Passengers 
and  their  baggage,  in  the  same  vehicle 
with  passengers,  between  Rochester, 
N.H.,  and  the  General  Dynamics  Elec¬ 
tric  Boat  Works  (Quincy  Shipyard), 
Quincy,  Mass.;  from  Rochester,  N.H., 
over  New  Hampshire  Highway  16  to 
junction  New  Hampshire  Highway  16 A, 
thence  over  New  Hampshire  Highway 
16A  to  Somersworth,  N.H.,  thence  over 
New  Hampshire  Highway  9  to  Dover, 
N.H.,  thence  over  New  Hampshire 
Highway  16  to  Portsmouth,  N.H.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  1  to  junction  Massa¬ 
chusetts  Highway  110  (also  from  Ports¬ 
mouth,  N.H.,  over  U.S.  Highway  1  to 
Kittery,  Maine,  and  return  over  the 
same  route) ,  thence  over  Massachusetts 
Highway  110  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  95  (also  from  junction  U.S. 
Highway  1  and  Massachusetts  Highway 
110,  over  Massachusetts  Highway  110  to 
junction  Massachusetts  Highway  150, 
thence  over  Massachusetts  Highway  150 
to  Amesbury,  Mass.,  and  return  over  the 
same  route) ,  (also  from  Rochester,  N.H., 
over  the  Spaulding  Turnpike  to  junc¬ 
tion  Interstate  Highway  95  (New  Hamp¬ 
shire  Turnpike) ,  thence  over  Interstate 
Highway  95  to  junction  Massachusetts 
Highway  110,  and  return  over  the  same 
route),  thence  over  Interstate  Highway 
95  to  the  John  P.  Fitzgerald  Expressway 
in  Boston,  Mass.,  thence  over  the  John  F. 
Fitzgerald  Expressway  to  the  Southeast 
Expressway,  thence  over  the  Southeast 
Expressway  to  junction  Massachusetts 
Highway  3,  thence  over  Massachusetts 
Highway  3  to  Quincy,  Mass.,  thence  over 
city  streets  to  the  General  Dynamics 
Electric  Boat  Works  (Quincy  Shipyard) , 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serving 
all  intermediate  points. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 

applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Boston,  Mass. 

No.  MC  109736  (Sub-No.  20) ,  filed  No¬ 
vember  25,  1964.  Applicant:  CAPITOL 
BUS  COMPANY,  a  corporation,  Fourth 
and  Chestnut  Streets,  Harrisburg,  Pa. 

Applicant’s  attorney:  James  E.  Wilson, 
1111  E  Street  NW.,  Washington  4,  D.C. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting :  Passengers  and 
their  baggage  and  express  and  news¬ 
papers  in  the  same  vehicle  with  passen¬ 
gers,  (l)  between  Harrisburg,  Pa.,  and 
Washington,  D.C.,  from  Harrisburg  over 
Interstate  Highway  83  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  695,  thence  over  Inter- 
swte  Highway  695  to  junction  Baltimore- 
Washington  Expressway,  thence  over 
Baltimore-Washington  Expressway  to 
Washington,  D.C.,  and  return  over  the 
same  route  serving  no  intermediate 
Points  and  (2)  between  Harrisburg,  Pa., 
and  Baltimore,  McL,  from  Harrisburg 
over  Interstate  Highway  83  to  Baltimore 
ana  return  over  the  same  route  serving no  intermediate  points. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Washington, D.C. 

No.  MC  109736  (Sub-No.  22),  filed  No¬ 
vember  25,  1964.  Applicant:  CAPITOL 
BUS  COMPANY,  a  corporation,  Fourth 
and  Chestnut  Streets,  Harrisburg,  Pa. 

Applicant’s  attorney:  James  E.  Wilson, 
1111  E  Street  NW.,  Washington  4,  D.C. 

Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Passengers  and 
their  baggage  and  express  and  news¬ 
papers  in  the  same  vehicle  with  passen¬ 
gers,  between  South  Tam  aqua  and  Mo- 
lino,  Pa.,  from  South  Tamaqua  over 
Pennsylvania  Highway  443  to  junction 
Pennsylvania  Highway  895,  thence  over 
Pennsylvania  Highway  895  to  Molino  and 
return  over  the  same  route  serving  all 
intermediate  points. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 

applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Harrisburg, Pa. 

No.  MC  126765,  filed  November  30, 
1964.  Applicant:  PAUL  SULGER,  do¬ 
ing  business  as  SULGER  BUS  LINE,  200 
Canyon  Drive,  Sierra  Vista,  Ariz.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  Passengers  and 
their  baggage,  and  express  and  news¬ 
papers,  in  the  same  vehicle  with  passen¬ 
gers,  (1)  between  Tucson,  Ariz.,  and  Fort 
Huachuca,  Ariz.,  from  Tucson  over  jcity 
streets  to  Tucson  Municipal  Airport, 
thence  over  city  streets  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  80,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
80  to  junction  Arizona  Highway  90, 
thence  over  Arizona  Highway  90  to  Fort 
Huachuca,  and  return  over  the  same 

route,  serving  the  Tucson  Municipal  Air¬ 
port  and  all  intermediate  points  between 
junction  U.S.  Highway  80  and  Arizona 
Highway  90  and  Fort  Huachuca,  Ariz.; 
and  (2)  between  Benson,  Ariz.,  and  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  80  and  Arizona  High¬ 
way  90,*  over  U.S.  Highway  80,  serving 
no  intermediate  points,  and  serving  the 
junction  of  U.S.  Highway  80  and  Arizona 
Highway  90  for  purpose  of  joinder  with 
(1)  above. 

Note:  If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  beld  at  Phoenix, 
Ariz. 

No.  MC  126770,  filed  December  2,  1964. 
Applicant:  MILWAUKEE  LIMOUSINE 
SERVICE,  INC.,  2100  Marine  Plaza,  Mil¬ 
waukee,  Wis.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Passengers  and  their  baggage,  in  the 
same  vehicle  with  passengers  beginning 
and  ending  at  Whiteflsh  Bay,  Milwaukee, 
Racine  and  Kenosha,  Wis.  and  extend¬ 

ing  to  O’Hare  Field  (Chicago  Interna¬ 
tional  Airport),  Cook  County,  Ill.  and 
Midway  Airport,  Chicago,  Ill. 

Note:  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  ap¬ 
plicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Milwaukee, 
Wis. 

Application  for  Brokerage  Licenses 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PASSENGERS 

No:  MC  '12424  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  No¬ 
vember  30,  1964.  Applicant:  BROWN- 

*  Approximately  three  (3)  miles  west  of Benson. 

ELL  TRAVEL  BUREAU,  INC.,  1001 
South  22d  Street,  Birmingham,  Ala. 
For  a  license  (BMC  5)  to  engage  in  op¬ 
erations  as  a  broker  at  Birmingham, 
Ala.,  in  arranging  for  transportation  by 
motor  vehicle  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce  of  Passenger s  and  their  bag¬ 
gage,  in  special  or  charter  operations, 
in  groups  and  as  individuals,  beginning 
and  ending  at  Birmingham,  Ala.,  and 
points  within  150  miles  thereof,  and  ex¬ 
tending  to  points  in  the  United  States. 

Applications  in  Which  Handling  With¬ 
out  Oral  Hearing  Has  Been  Re¬ 

quested 
motor  carriers  of  property 

No.  MC  59117  (Sub-No.  22),  filed 
November  16,  1964.  Applicant:  ELLI¬ 
OTT  TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  Box  1,  Vinita, 

Okla.  Applicant’s  attorney:  James  F. 
Miller,  7501  Mission  Road,  Shawnee  Mis¬ 
sion,  Kans.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Roofing  materials,  and  feeds,  from 
Kansas  City,  Mo.,  to  Vinita,  Okla.,  and 
empty  containers  or  other  such  inci¬ 
dental  facilities  (not  specified),  used  in 
transporting  the  commodities  specified 
above,  on  return. 

Note:  Applicant  states  it  presently  holds 
Certificate  No.  MC  59117,  which  authorizes, 
among  other  things,  the  transportation  of 
these  identical  commodities  between  the 

same  points,  over  a  regular  route.  Irregular- 
route  authority  Is  requested  to  conform  to 
the  balance  of  its  authority.  (II)  (a)  Ferti¬ 
lizer  solutions  (except  anhydrous  ammonia 
and  fertUlzer  solutions  manufactured  from 

petroleum  or  its  by-products) ,  in  bulk.  In 
tank  vehicles,  from  the  plant  site  of  the 
John  Deere  Chemical  Co.,  located  near  Pryor, 

Okla.,  to  points  In  Louisiana,  Texas,  Arkan¬ 
sas,  Missouri,  Kansas,  and  Mississippi,  (b) 

Fertilizer  solutions.  In  bulk.  In  tank  vehi¬ 
cles,  from  Sterlington,  La.,  to  the  plant  site 
of  the  John  Deere  Chemical  Co.,  located  near 

Pryor,  Okla.,  and  (c)  Liquid  feed  ingredients 
and  fertilizer  solutions,  from  the  plant  site 
of  the  John  Deere  Chemical  Co.,  located  near 

Pryor,  Okla.,  to  points  in  Nebraska,  Iowa, 
Illinois,  and  Indiana. 

Note:  Applicant  states  that  no  new  au¬ 
thority  is  requested  by  this  portion  of  the 
application,  but  merely  a  change  in  name  of 

present  origin  to  show  “plant  site  of  John 
Deere  Chemical  Co.,  near  Pryor,  Okla.:  in 

lieu  of  “Grand  River  Chemical  Division  Plant 

of  Deere  &  Company”,  and  "Grand  River 
Chemical  Company  plant”,  as  show  in  pres¬ 
ent  Certificate  MC  59117  issued  September 

12,  1960. 

No.  MC  103993  (Sub-No.  192),  filed 
November  25,  1964.  Applicant:  MOR¬ 
GAN  DRIVE-AWAY,  INC.,  2800  Lexing¬ 

ton  Avenue,  Elkhart,  Ind.  Applicant’s attorney:  John  E.  Lesow,  3737  North 
Meridian  Street,  Indianapolis  8,  Ind. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Trailers,  designed 
to  be  drawn  by  passenger  automobiles, 
in  initial  movements,  in  truckaway  serv¬ 
ice,  and  component  parts  thereof  when 
shipped  therewith  from  Washington 
Court  House  (Fayette  County),  Ohio  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  Alas¬ 
ka  and  Hawaii) . 

No.  MC  106119  (Sub-No.  18),  (COR¬ 
RECTION),  filed  November  20,  1964, 
published  in  Federal  Register  issue  of 
December  9,  1964,  and  republished  this 
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issue.  Applicant:  ASSOCIATED  PE¬ 
TROLEUM  CARRIERS,  a  corporation. 
Union  Road,  Spartanburg,  S.C.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Robert  R.  Odom,  120 
Walnut  Street,  Spartanburg,  S.C. 

Notk:  The  purpose  of  this  republication  is 
to  show  the  correct  Docket  No.  MC  106110 

Sub-No.  18,  in  lieu  of  that  previously  pub¬ 
lished. 

No.  MC  110420  (Sub-No.  399),  filed 
December 2, 1964.  Applicant:  QUALITY 
CARRIERS,  INC.,  Post  Office  Box  339, 
100  South  Calumet  Street,  Burlington, 

Wis.  Applicant’s  representative:  Fred 
H.  Flgge,  Post  Office  Box  339,  Burling¬ 
ton,  Wis.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
at  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Hy¬ 
drolyzed  fats,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Chicago,  Ill.,  to  Buffalo,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  126103  (Sub-No,  1),  filed  No¬ 
vember  25,  1964.  Applicant:  ROBERT 
A.  McQUAIDE,  doing  business  as  FRANK 
ADAMS  COMPANY,  Depot  Street,  Bel¬ 
lows  Falls,  Vt.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Fertilizer,  fertilizer  materials,  agri¬ 
cultural  insecticides  and  fungicides, 
herbicides,  dry,  liquid,  or  gaseous,  agri¬ 
cultural  limestone  and  agricultural  lime, 
from  North  Walpole,  N.H.,  to  points  in 
Vermont,  points  in  Oxford,  Cumberland, 
York,  Androscoggin,  and  Kennebec 
Counties,  Maine,  and  Clinton,  Essex, 
Warren,  and  Washington  Counties,  N.Y., 
and  empty  containers  or  other  such  in¬ 
cidental  facilities  (not  specified)  used  in 
transporting  the  above  described  com¬ 
modities,  and  rejected,  refused  and  dam¬ 
aged  shipments,  and  shipments  made  in 
error,  on  return. 

No.  MC  126749  filed  November  23, 1964. 
Applicant:  K.  P.  MOVING  &  STORAGE, 
INC.,  1475  South  Acoma  Street,  Denver, 
Colo.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Household 
goods,  as  defined  by  the  Commission,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Colorado. 

Nor:  Applicant  states  it  proposes  the 
packing  and  crating  of  household  goods  for 
the  account  of  regulated  and  unregulated 
freight  forwarders.  Common  control  may 
be  involved. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, '  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-12905;  Piled,  Dec.  15,  1964; 8:48  a.m.] 

[Notice  1094] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

December  11, 1964. 

Synopses  of  orders  entered  pursuant  to 
section  212(b)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  and  rules  and  regulations 
prescribed  thereunder  (49  CFR  Part 
179),  appear  below: 

As  provided  in  the  Commission’s  spe¬ 
cial  rules  of  practice  any  interested  per¬ 
son  may  file  a  petition  seeking  recon¬ 
sideration  of  the  following  numbered 
proceedings  within  20  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice.  Pursuant 

to  section  17(8)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  the  filing  of  such  a  petition 
will  postpone  the  effective  date  of  the 
order  In  that  proceeding  pending  its  dis¬ 
position.  The  matters  relied  upon  by 
petitioners  must  be  specified  in  their 
petitions  with  particularity. 

No.  MC-FC  67139.  By  order  of  De¬ 
cember  8,  1964,  The  Transfer  Board  ap¬ 
proved  the  transfer  to  Eastern  Carrier 
Corp.,  a  corporation,  Philadelphia,  Pa., 
of  Permit  in  No.  MC  83744,  issued  Oc¬ 
tober  9,  1947,  to  Harold  H.  Senger, 
Smyrna,  Del.,  authorizing  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of:  Milk  and  milk  products,  and 
empty  containers  for  such  commodities, 
between  points  in  Maryland,  Delaware, 
New  Jersey,  the  District  of  Columbia, 
and  those  as  specified  in  Virginia  and 
Pennsylvania;  between  Franklin  ville, 
N.Y.,  Miller stown,  Pa.,  and  Ridgely,  Md., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  Garfield  and  Newark, 
N.J.,  and  New  York;  and  between 
Franklinville,  N.Y.,  Millerstown,  Pa.,  and 

Ridgely,  Md.  Paul  A.  Levy,  1420  Wal¬ 
nut  Street,  Philadelphia  2,  Pa.,  attorney 
for  applicants. 

No.  MC-FC  67192.  By  order  of  De¬ 
cember  8,  1964,  The  Transfer  Board  ap¬ 
proved  the  transfer  to  Bi-State  Express, 
Inc.,  Mt.  Vernon,  Ill.,  of  the  Certificate 
in  No.  MC  117585  and  MC  117585  Sub  2, 
issued  February  9,  1959  and  April  12, 
1961,  respectively,  to  Ferrill  Fast  Freight, 
Inc.,  Salem,  Ill.,  authorizing  the  trans¬ 
portation  of:  General  commodities,  ex¬ 
cluding  household  goods,  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  other  specified  commodities, 
between  Salem,  Ill.,  and  St.  Louis,  Mo., 
serving  intermediate  points  and  specified 
off-route  points  specified;  and  petroleum 
products  and  automobile  parts  and  ac¬ 
cessories,  from  points  in  the  St.  Louis, 
Mo.-East  St.  Louis,  Ill.,  Commercial 
Zone,  to  Centralia,  Ill.  Delmar  Koebel, 
107  West  St.  Louis,  Lebanon,  Ill.,  attor¬ 
ney  for  applicants. 

No.  MC-FC  67302.  By  order  of  De¬ 
cember  10,  1964,  The  "Transfer  Board 
approved  the  transfer  to  Twombly  Grain 
Co.,  Inc.,  Troy,  Kansas,  of  the  operating 
rights  issued  by  the  Commission  May  11, 
1950,  October  6,  1950  and  January  13, 
1956,  under  Certificates  Nos.  MC  275, 
MC  275  Sub  1  and  MC  275  Sub  2,  re¬ 
spectively,  to  R.  C.  Twombly,  doing  busi¬ 
ness  as  Twombly  Truck  Line,  Troy,  Kan¬ 
sas,  authorizing  the  transportation,  over 
regular  routes,  of  livestock  and  fruit  be¬ 
tween  Troy,  Kans.,  and  St.  Joseph,  Mo., 
general  commodities,  excluding  house¬ 
hold  goods,  and  other  specified  commodi¬ 
ties,  from  St.  Joseph,  Mo.,  to  Troy, 
Kans.;  livestock,  between  Highland, 
Kans.,  and  St.  Joseph  and  Kansas  City, 
Mo.;  livestock,  feed,  and  farm  imple¬ 
ments,  from  St.  Joseph  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  36  to  Highland;  livestock,  from 
Highland,  Kans.,  to  St.  Joseph,  Mo., 
serving  all  intermediate  and  off-route 
points  within  10  miles  of  Highland, 
Kans,.  restricted  to  pickup  only,  and 
feed,  furniture,  ice,  oil,  and  livestock, 
from  St.  Joseph,  Mo.,  to  Highland,  Kans., 
serving  all  intermediate  and  off-route 
points  within  10  miles  of  Highland, 
Kans,.  restricted  to  delivery  only. 

No.  MC-FC  67334.  By  order  of  De¬ 
cember  10,  1964,  The  Transfer  Board 

approved  the  transfer  to  Titan  Moving 
&  Storage  Corp.,  Brooklyn,  N.Y.,  of  the 
operating  rights  in  Certificate  No.  Me 
102432,  issued  October  11,  1956,  to  Dan 
Sommo  and  Vito  Sommo,  a  partnership, 
doing  business  as  Sommo  Brothers! 
Brooklyn,  N.Y.,  authorizing  the  trans¬ 
portation,  over  irregular  routes,  of  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined,  office  furniture, 
store  fixtures  and  equipment,  and  new 
and  uncrated  hospital  equipment,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  New  York,  N.Y.  Morris 
Honig,  150  Broadway,  New  York  38,  N.Y., 
attorney  for  transferee. 

No.  MC-FC  67338.  By  order  of  De¬ 
cember  9,  1964,  The  Transfer  Board 
approved  the  transfer  to  Johnson  County 
Suburban  Lines,  Inc.,  North  Little  Rock, 
Ark.,  of  a  portion  of  Certificates  in  Nos. 
MC  61616,  No.  MC  61616  Sub  36,  and  the 
entire  authority  in  Certificate  No.  MC 
61616  Sub  60,  issued  September  28,  1960, 
October  31,  1957,  Md  September  29, 
1958,  respectively,  to  Midwest  Buslines, 
Inc.,  North  Little  Rock,  Ark:,  authoriz¬ 
ing  the  transportation  over  regular 
routes  of  passengers  and  their  baggage, 
and  express  and  newspapers  in  the  same 
vehicle  with  passengers,  between  Kansas 
City,  Mo.,  and  Olathe,  Kans.,  between 
Kansas  City,  Mo.,  and  junction  U.S. 
Highway  69  and  75th  Street,  Johnson 
County,  Kans.;  between  Olathe,  Kans., 
and  U.S.  Naval  Base  (located  approxi¬ 
mately  five  miles  south  of  Olathe) ;  be¬ 
tween  junction  U.S.  Highway  50  and 
Kansas  Highway  58,  and  junction  U.S. 
Highways  50  and  69;  between  junction 
Johnson  Drive  and  Roe  Avenue  and 
junction  69th  Street  and  U.S.  Highway 
69,  in  Johnson  County,  Kans.;  between 
junction  Roe  Avenue  and  67th  Street 
and  junction  Roe  Avenue  and  75th 
Street,  in  Johnson  County,  Kans.;  be¬ 
tween  junction  75th  Street  and  Nall 
Avenue  and  junction  Prairie  Lane  and 
Tomahawk  Road,  in  Johnson  County, 
Kans.;  between  junction  Nall  Avenue 
and  Johnson  Drive,  in  Mission,  Kans., 
south  over  Nall  Avenue  to  junction  69th 
Street;  between  junction  Belinder  Road 
and  Tomahawk  Road  and  junction  Tom¬ 
ahawk  Road  and  Wenonga  Road,  in 

Johnson  County,  Kans.;  between  junc¬ 
tion  80th  Street  and  Kansas  Highway  58 

and  junction  76th  Street  and  U.S.  High¬ 
way  69,  in  Johnson  County,  Kans.;  be¬ 
tween  junction  Kansas  Highway  58  and 
81st  Street  and  junction  Hardy  Street 
and  Kansas  Highway  58,  in  Johnson 

County,  Kans.;  between  junction  Kan¬ 
sas  Highway  58  and  80th  Street  and 
junction  80th  Street  and  Kansas  High¬ 
way  58  (Loop  Route),  in  Johnson 
County,  Kans.;  newspapers,  in  the  same 
vehicle  with  passengers,  between  Kan¬ 
sas  City,  Mo.,  and  junction  Kansas 
Highway  58  and  Antioch  Road,  near 
Overland  Park,  Kans.;  between  junction 
U.S.  Highway  69  and  81st  Street,  in 
Overland  Park,  Johnson  County,  Kans., 

and  junction  83d  Street  and  U.S.  High¬ 
way  69  in  Overland  Park;  between  points 
in  Johnson  County,  Kans.;  between 
points  in  Mission  Township,  Johnson 

County,  Kans.;  between  junction  Nieman 
Road  and  67th  Street  Terrace  and  junc¬ 
tion  Nieman  Road  and  69th  Street  Ter¬ 
race,  in  Shawnee  Village,  Johnson 

County,  Kans.;  between  junction  75th 
Street  and  Nall  Avenue  and  junction 
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79th  Street  and  Tomahawk  Road,  in 

Johnson  County,  Kans.;  between  junc¬ 

tion  U.S.  Highway  50  and  Antioch  Road, 

and  junction  75th  Street  and  U.S.  High¬ 

way  50,  in  Johnson  County,  Kans.;  and 
between  junction  Kansas  Highway  58 
(Santa  Fe  Trail)  and  80th  Street  in 
Overland  Park,  Kans.,  and  junction 

fission  Road  and  U.S.  Highway  50  in 
Johnson  County,  Kans.,  in  all  routes 

above,  serving  all  intermediate  points. 
Messrs.  Warren  A.  Goff  and  D.  Paul 

Stafford,  315  Continental  Avenue,  Dal¬ 
las,  Tex.,  75207,  attorneys  for  applicants. 
No.  MC-FC  67364.  By  order  of  De¬ 

cember  10, 1964,  The  Transfer  Board  ap¬ 
proved  the  transfer  to  Warners  Motor 

Express,  Inc.,  Red  Lion,  Pa.,  of  the  Cer¬ 
tificate  in  No.  MC  20906,  issued  June  15, 
1942,  to  Columbia  Storage  Co.,  Inc.,  Phil¬ 
adelphia,  Pa.,  authorizing  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of:  Household  goods,  between 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  points  within  25 
miles  thereof,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Connecticut,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Rhode 
Island,  and  the  District  of  Columbia; 
and  between  points  in  Pennsylvania, 
Maryland,  New  Jersey,  Massachusetts, 
and  New  York.  Morris  J.  Winokur,  Two 
Penn  Center  Plaza,  Philadelphia,  Pa., 
19102,  attorney  for  applicants. 
No.  MC-FC  67365.  By  order  of  De¬ 

cember  10, 1964,  The  Transfer  Board  ap¬ 
proved  the  transfer  to  Allfreight  Lines, 
Inc.,  North  Reading,  Mass.,  of  the  Cer¬ 
tificate  of  Registration  in  No.  MC  120818 
Sub  1,  issued  November  24, 1964,  to  Cape¬ 
way  Freight  Lines,  Inc.,  Whitman,  Mass., 
authorizing  the  transportation  in  inter¬ 
state  and  foreign  commerce  correspond¬ 
ing  to  the  grant  of  authority  in  State 
certificate  No.  3283,  issued  September  26, 
1963  by  the  Massachusetts  Department 
of  Public  Utilities.  Mary  E.  Kelley,  10 
Tremont  Street,  Boston  8,  Mass.,  attor¬ 
ney  for  transferee  and  George  C. 

O’Brien,  33  Broad  Street,  Boston  9,  Mass., 
attorney  for  transferor. 

No.  MC-FC  67371.  By  order  of  De¬ 
cember  10, 1964,  The  Transfer  Board  ap¬ 
proved  the  transfer  to  Spokane  Subur¬ 
ban  Lines,  Inc.,  Spokane,  Wash.,  of  Cer¬ 
tificate  No.  MC  124325,  issued  February 
14,  1963,  to  Empire  Lines,  Inc.,  Spokane, 
Wash.,  authorizing  the  transportation  of 
passengers  and  their  baggage,  and  ex¬ 
press  and  newspapers  in  the  same  ve¬ 
hicle  with  passengers,  over  regular 
routes,  between  Spokane,  Wash.,  and 
Wallace,  Idaho,  serving  all  intermediate 
points.  Lawrence  W.  Thayer,  902  Paul¬ 
sen  Building,  Spokane  1,  Wash.,  attorney 
for  applicants. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 
Secretary. 

]F.R.  Doc.  64-12906;  Piled,  Dec.  16,  1964; 8:49  a.m.[ 

(Notice  1094-A] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

December  11,  1964. 

Synopses  of  orders  entered  pursuant 
to  section  212(b)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  and  rules  and  regulations  pre¬ 
sented  thereunder  (49  CFR  Part  179), appear  below: 

As  -  provided  in  the  Commission’s 
special  rules  of  practice  any  interested 
person  may  file  a  petition  seeking  recon¬ 
sideration  of  the  following  numbered 
proceedings  within  20  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice.  Pursuant 
to  section  17(8)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  the  filing  of  such  a  petition 
will  postpone  the  effective  date  of  the 
order  in  that  proceeding  pending  its  dis¬ 
position.  The  matters  relied  upon  by 
petitioners  must  be  specified  in  their 
petitions  with  particularity. 

No.  MC-FC  67423.  By  order  of  De¬ 
cember  10,  1964,  the  Transfer  Board  ap¬ 
proved  the  transfer  to  James  Bibler,  Rus¬ 
sellville,  Ark.,  of  the  operating  rights  in 
Certificates  Nos.  MC  27418  and  MC  27418 

Sub  4,  issued  January  23,  1951  and  Feb¬ 
ruary  17,  1960,  respectively,  to  Ward 
Jackson,  Morrilton,  Ark.,  authorizing 
the  transportation,  over  irregular  routes, 
-of:  Lumber,  from  specified  points  in 
Arkansas  to  points  in  Arkansas,  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Missouri,  Ohio, 
Oklahoma,  Texas,  and  Wisconsin,  and 
manufactured  feed,  from  specified  points 
in  Missouri  to  named  counties  in 
Arkansas.  Louis  Tarlowski,  914  Pyra¬ 
mid  Life  Building,  Little  Rock,  Ark.,  at¬ 
torney  for  applicants. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-12907;  Filed,  Dec.  15,  1964; 8:49  am.] 

FOURTH  SECTION  APPLICATIONS  FOR 
RELIEF 

December  11,  1964. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  applica¬ 
tion  must  be  prepared  in  accordance  with 
Rule  1.40  of  the  general  rules  of  practice 
(49  CFR  1.40)  and  filed  within  15  days 
from  the  date  of  publication  of  this  no¬ 
tice  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Long-and-Short  Haul 

FSA  39449:  Joint  motor-rail  rates — 
Niagara  Frontier.  Filed  by  Niagara 
Frontier  Tariff  Bureau,  Inc.,  agent  (No. 
34),  for  interested  carriers.  Rates  on 
various  commodities  moving  on  class 
and  commodity  rates  over  joint  routes  of 
applicant  rail  and  motor  carriers,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  central  states  territory, 
on  the  one  hand,  and  points  in  Provinces 
of  Ontario  and  Quebec,  Canada,  on  the 
other. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Motor-truck  com¬ 

petition. Tariff :  Supplement  29  to  Niagara 
Frontier  Tariff  Bureau,  Inc.,  agent,  tariff 
MF-I.C.C.  59. 

FSA  39450:  Liquefied  Chlorine  Gas  to 
Calvert,  Ky.  Filed  by  O.  W.  South,  Jr., 
agent  (No.  A4605),  for  interested  rail 
carriers.  Rates  on  liquefied  chlorine  gas, 
in  tank  carloads,  subject  to  minimum 
shipment  of  five  cars  per  day,  from  Salt- 
ville,  Va.,  to  Calvert,  Ky. 
Grounds  for  relief:  Market  competi¬ 

tion. 
Tariff:  Supplement  100  to  Southern 

Freight  Association,  agent,  tariff  I.C.C. 
S-207. 

FSA  39451:  Cement  and  related  arti¬ 
cles  from  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  Filed 

by  Southwestern  Freight  Bureau,  agent 
(No.  B-8649),  for  interested  rail  car¬ 
riers.  Rates  on  cement  and  related  arti¬ 
cles,  in  carloads,  from  Oklahoma  City, 
Okla.,  to  points  in  southern  territory. 
Grounds  for  relief:  Market  competi¬ 

tion. 
Tariff:  Supplement  6  to  Southwestern 

Freight  Bureau,  agent,  tariff  I.C.C.  4582. 
FSA  39452:  Substituted  service — WP 

for  Ashworth  Transfer,  Inc.,  et  al.  Filed 
by  Ashworth  Transfer,  Inc.  (No.  5) ,  for 
itself  and  interested  carriers.  Rates  on 

property  loaded  in  trailers  and  transport¬ 
ed  on  railroad  flatcars,  between  Salt 
Lake  City,  Utah,  on  the  one  hand,  and 
Reno,  Nev.,  and  Oakland,  Calif.,  on  the 
other,  on  traffic  originating  at  or  destined 
to  such  points  or  points  beyond  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  the  application. 

Grounds  for  relief :  Motor-truck  com¬ 

petition. FSA  39453:  Iron  and  steel  articles  to 
Memphis,  Tenn.  Filed  by  Southwestern 
Freight  Bureau,  agent  (No.  B-8650) ,  for 
interested  rail  carriers.  Rates  on  iron 
and  steel  articles,  as  described  in  the 

application,  in  carloads,  from  Browns¬ 
ville,  Eagle  Pass,  El  Paso,  Laredo,  and 

Presidio,  Tex.  (applicable  only  on  ship¬ 
ments  Imported  from  Mexico) ,  to  Mem¬ 

phis,  Tenn. Grounds  for  relief:  Market  competi¬ 

tion. 
Tariff:  Supplement  100  to  Southwest¬ 

ern  Freight  Bureau,  agent,  tariff  I.C.C. 
4503. 

FSA  39454 :  Soda  ash  to  South  Addison, 
III.  Filed  by  Western  Trunk  Line  Com¬ 
mittee,  agent  (No.  A-2381),  for  inter¬ 
ested  rail  carriers.  Rates  on  soda  ash 
(other  than  modified  soda  ash) ,  in  car¬ 
loads,  from  Stauffer  and  Westvaco,  Wyo., 
to  South  Addison,  Ill. 
Grounds  for  relief:  Market  competi¬ 

tion. 
Tariff:  Supplement  108  to  Western 

Trunk  Line  Committee,  agent,  tariff 

I.C.C.  A-4411.* 
FSA  39455:  Iron  or  steel  pipe  to  points 

in  WTL  territory.  Filed  by  Western 
Trunk  Line  Committee,  agent  (No.  A- 
2382) ,  for  interested  rail  carriers.  Rates 
on  iron  or  steel  pipe,  in  carloads,  from 
Geneva  and  Pipemill,  Utah,  to  points  in 
western  trunkline  territory. 

Grounds  for  relief :  Modified  short-line 
distance  formula  and  grouping. 

Tariff:  Supplement  108  to  Western 
Trunk  Line  Committee,  agent,  tariff 

I.C.C.  A-4411. 
FSA  39456:  Vermiculite  to  Kenbridge, 

Va.  Filed  by  O.  W.  South,  Jr.,  agent 
(No.  A4606) ,  for  interested  rail  carriers. 
Rates  on  vermiculite,  broken,  crushed, 

or  ground,  dried  or  not  dried,  not  ex¬ 
panded,  in  carloads,  from  Kearney  and 
Travelers  Rest,  S.C.,  to  Kenbridge,  Va. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Market  competi¬ 

tion. Tariff:  Supplement  128  to  Southern 
Freight  Association,  agent,  tariff  I.C.C. S-126. 

By  the  Commission. 
[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-12901;  Filed,  Dec.  15,  1964; 8:48  ajn.] 
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Latest  Edition  in  the  series  of  .  .  . 

PUBLIC  PAPERS  OF  THE  PRESIDENTS  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

iooj  Pages  Price:  $9.00 

John  F.  Kennedy ,  1963 
Contains  verbatim  transcripts  of  the  President’s  news  conferences 

and  speeches  and  full  texts  of  messages  to  Congress  and  other  mate¬ 
rials  released  by  the  White  House  during  the  period  January  1- 
November  22,  1963. 

Among  the  478  items  in  the  book  are:  special  messages  to  the 

Congress  on  education,  youth  conservation,  needs  of  the  Nation’s 
senior  citizens,  and  on  improving  the  Nation’s  health;  radio  and  tele¬ 
vision  addresses  to  the  American  people  on  civil  rights  and  on  the 
nuclear  test  ban  treaty  and  the  tax  reduction  bill;  joint  statements 

with  leaders  of  foreign  governments ;  and  the  President’s  final  remarks at  the  breakfast  of  the  Fort  Worth  Chamber  of  Commerce.  Also 
included  is  the  text  of  two  addresses  which  the  President  had  planned 

to  deliver  on  the  day  of  his  assassination;  President  Johnson’s  proc¬ 
lamation  designating  November  25  a  national  day  of  mourning;  and 
remarks  at  the  White  House  ceremony  in  which  President  Kennedy 
was  posthumously  awarded  the  Presidential  Medal  of  Freedom. 

A  valuable  reference  source  for  scholars,  reporters  of  current  affairs 
and  the  events  of  history,  historians,  librarians,  and  Government 
officials. 

VOLUMES  of  PUBLIC  PAPERS  of  the  PRESIDENTS 
currently  available: 

HARRY  S.  TRUMAN 

1945 _ -  $5.50 1947 - —  $5.25 
1946 _ _ $6.00 1948  _ —  $9.75 •  1949 _ _ $6.75 

DWIGHT  D. EISENHOWER: 

1953 - - $6.75 1957 _ 
$6.75 1954 _ _ $7.25 1958 _ 
$8.25 1955 _ _ $6.75 1959 _ - _ 

$7.00 
1956 _ - $7.25 1960-61 _ .—  $7.75 

JOHN  F. 
KENNEDY: 

1961 _ _ $9.00 1962 _ . —  $9.00 

Contents: 

•  Messages  to  the  Congress 

•  Public  speeches 

•  The  President’s  news  conferences 

•  Radio  and  television  reports  to  the 
American  people 

•  Remarks  to  informal  groups 

•  Public  letters 

1963- 

$9.00 Volumes  are  published  annually,  soon  after  the  close  of  each  year. 
Earlier  volumes  are  being  issued  periodically,  beginning  with  1945. 

Order  from  the:  Superintendent  of  Documents 
Government  Printing  Office 

Washington,  D.C.  20402 


